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ArT, xvii. 4 view of the principal deiftical writers, that have | 
appeared in England in the laf? and prefent century; with cb- } 
fervations upon them, and ‘oo account of the anfwers that , 
have been publifbed againft nft them. In feveral letters to a friend, hh 
By John Leland, D. D. 8vo. 6s. Dod. : 


R. Lelana’s chara@ter as a writer is fo well known, 
that it is altogether needlefs for us to enlarge upon it. ; 
In the work now before us, as in every thing he has | 
publifhed, he has, indeed, fhewn much judgment, candor, and 
impartiality; given a fair and clear view of what has been, | 
urged againft Cori/tianity by the principal deiftical writers for 
above a century paft; made many judicious obfervations on. 
. their writings ; expofed to view the different difguifes and ap- 
pearances they have put on, and the feveral fchemes they have 
formed, to fubvert the authority of the Chri/fian religion ; 
and by an honeft reprefentation of the ftate of the controverfy 
between the deifts and the advocates for Chri/fianity, has put it 
in the power of thofe who have neither leifure, oppportunity, 
nor inclination, to read all that has been advanced in the courfe 
of the debate, to form a proper judgment for themfelves of the 
merits of the caufe. That deifm has lately made great progrefs 
amongft us, no man can be ignorant, who has the leaft acquain- 
tance with the prefent ftate of things; but that this is owjng to 
other caufes than the force of reafon and argument, every im- 
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partial enquirer, we are perfuaded, muft be convinced: and 
whoever will be at pains to perufe this ufeful work of our wor- 


thy author with an open and unprejudiced mind, will find that 


the moft fpecious objections of deifts, tho’ urged and often re- 
peated with great confidence, have been fully and folidly an- 
fwered ; and that nothing has been advanced by them that can 
in the leaft hurt the credit, or weaken the authority, of the 


_ Chriffian religion, when confidered in its genuine purity and 


fimplicity, as it is delivered by its divine author and his apoftles. 
In the firft and fecond letters we have an account of lord Her- 
bert’s {cheme. Herbert is not only to be confidered as the firft 
remarkable deift in order of time, that appeared among us as 
an author in the laft century, but to be regarded as the moft 
eminent of the deiftical writers, and in feveral refpeéts fupe- 
rior to thofe that fucceeded him. His lordfhip, we are told, 
was one of the firft that formed deifm into a fyftem, and af- 


ferted the fufficiency, univerfality, and abfolute perfection of 
natural religion, with a view to difcard all extraordinary revela- 


tion, asufelefsand needlefs. His univerfal religion he reduceth to 
five articles, which are frequently mentioned in all his works ; 
the firit is, that there isone fupreme God; the fecond, that 
he is chiefly to be worfhipped ; the third, that piety and virtue 
is the principal part of his worfhip; the fourth, that we muft 
repent of our fins, and if we do fo, God will pardon them ; 
and the fifth, that there are rewards for good men, and punifh- 
ments for bad men, ina future ftate. ‘Thefe he reprefents as 
common notices, infcribed by God on the minds of all men, 
and undertakes to fhew that they were univerfally acknow- 
ledged in all nations, ages, and religions ; that they alone are 
fufficient, and that nothing can be added to them which can 
tend to render any one more virtuous, or a better man. 

After taking a general view of lord Herbert’s {cheme, our 
author proceeds to make feveral obfervations upon it. He 
fhews, that taking the ftate of mankind, and of the Gentile 
world, as it really was according to his lordfhip’s own re- 
prefentation of the cafe, an exprefs revelation from God, con- 
firmed by his divine authority, for clearing and enforcing thofe 
articles which he fuppofes to be neceflary, would be of great 
ufe. He obferves, that the Chri/tian revelation hath, in faa, 
been of fignal advantage to the world ; that when it appeared, 
it effected what no precepts or do&trines of the antient philo- 
fophers were able todo ; that the pagan polytheifm and fuper- 
ftition fell before it; that it hath actually produced this great 
advantage, that the principles upon which lord Herbert lays fo 
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thuch ftrefs, have been better underftood, and more univerfally 
acknowledged, than they were before. | 

Lord Herbert’s principal prejudice againft Chriftianity feems 
to have arifen from its being what he calls @ particular religion, 
whereas the true religion muft be univerfal, and promulgated 
to all mankind. Without entering into a particular difcuffion 
of the objection arifing againft the Chri/iian revelation, for 
want of its being univerfally known, an objection which has 
been often urged, and as often folidly anfwered, our author 
thinks it fufficient to obferve, that it proceeds upon a wrong 
foundation, wiz. That the univerfal goodnefs and benignity of 
the common parent of the univerfe requireth, that he fhould 
communicate his benefits to all his creatures alike, and in equal 
degrees: but it is evident, he fays, in fact, that in the diftri- 
bution of his benefits, God acteth as a free and fovereign bene- 
factor, difpenfing them in various degrees; that if we look 
particularly into his dealings with the human race, fome are 
from the beginhing endowed with much greater natural abili- 
ties, and more excellent difpofitions, placed in a more favour- 
able fituation, and happier circumftances, than others; that 
fome whole nations are eminently diftinguifhed from others, 
not only with refpect to many other advantages of human life, 
but with refpeét to the means of moral improvement, and are 
furnifhed with more excellent helps for making a progrefs in 
wifdom and virtue, and confequently in true happinefs. Since 
therefore the diftinguifhing fome perfons and nations with va» 
luable advantages above others, is not inconfiftent with the 
univerfal benignity of the great parent of mankind, he obferves 
very juftly, that it can never be proved, that a revelation may 
not be granted to any part of mankind, except at the fame 
time it be granted equally to the whole world. , 

The doktor concludes his account of lord Herbert with in- 
forming his readers, that the only author among us that he 
knows, who has formally confidered the whole of his lordfhip’s 
fcheme, and undertaken a direct anfwer to his writings, is the 
rev. mr. Hallburton, profeflor of divinity in the univerfity of 
St. Andrew, in a book which was publifhed after the author’s 
death at Edinburgh, in 1714, entitled, Natural religion infuffi- 
cient, and revealed neceffary to men’s happinefs. Our author 
fpeaks very favourably of mr. Hallyburton, and tells us there 
are many excellent things in his anfwer to lord Herbert, tho’ 
the narrownefs of his notions in fome points has prejudiced 
fome perfons againft his work, and hindered them from re- 


garding and confidering it fo much as it deferyes. | 
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In a poftfcript to dr. Leland’s bodk, we have an account 
of a very remarkable incident relating to lord Herbert, 


_extraéted from memoiials written by himfelf, with fome re- 


flections upon it by our author, which we imagine will not be 
difagreeable to our readers. His lordfhip’s tract, De veritate, 
was, it feems, his favourite work: he had fhewn it to feveral 
learned men, who were highly pleafed with it ; but as it con- 
tained feveral things very different from the commonly received 
opinions, and apprehending that it would meet with much op- 
pofition, he was in great doubt whether he fhould publifh it or 
not. We have an account from himfelf of what happened to 
him, whilft under this anxiety of mind. It is as under : 

‘ Being thus doubtful in my chamber, one fair day in the 
fummer, my cafement being open towards the fouth, the 
fun fhining clear, and no wind ftirring, 1 took my book, De 
veritate, in my hands, and kneeling on my knees, devoutly 
faid thefe words: O thou eternal God, author of this light which 
now fhines upon me, and giver of all inward illuminations, 
I do befeech thee, of thine infinite goodne/s, to pardon a greater 
requeft than a finner ought to make: I am not fatisfied enough, 
whether I fhall publifh this book, if it be for thy glory, I be- 
Jeech thee give me fome fign frim heaven; if not, I foall fuppre/s 
it, I had no fooner fpoken thefe words, but a loud, tho’ 
yet gentle noife, came forth from the heavens, (for it was 
like nothing on earth) which did fo chear and comfort.me, 
that I took my petition as granted, and that I had the fign I 
demanded; whereupon alfo I refolved to print my book. 
This, how ftrange foever it may feem, I proteft before the 
eternal God, is true; neither am [ any way fuperftitioufly 
deceived herein, fince I did not only clearly hear the noife, 
but in the fereneft fky that ever I faw, being without all 
cloud, did, to my thinking, fee the place from whence it 
came.’ 

Dr. Leland expatiates a good deal upon this remarkable in- 
cident, and makes feveral very juft reflections upon it. The 
ferious air wherewith the account is given, and the folemn pro- 
teftation made as in the prefence of the eternal God, will not 
fuffer us, he thinks, to call in queftion the truth of what his 
lordfhip relates ; but he obferves, that fuch a folemn addrefs 
to God, as that made by his lordfhip, was improper. 

‘ It does not feem to me,’ fays he, ‘ that we are well- 
© founded to apply for, or to expect an extraordinary fign from 
© heaven, for determining doubts concerning the expediency 
© of publifhing a book. Methinks, if a man hath ufed his beft 
© endeavours to find eut truth, and, which certainly ought not 
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to be neglected, hath humbly applied to God to affift and 
direé&t him in his enquiries; if he hath the teftimony of his 
own confcience to the uprightnefs of his own intentions, and 
that he is not a€tuated by pride and vain-glory, by an affec- 
tation of fingularity, or any worldly finifter ends or views 5 
and if he is fatisfied, upon the moft diligent and impartial ex- 
amination, that what he has advanced is both true and of 
great importance to mankind, and is only afraid of the op- 
pofition it may meet with; I think, in fuch a cafe, efpecially 
if he hath alfo the advice of good and judicious friends con- 
cerning it, he hath fufficient grounds to proceed upon, and 
doth not need a particular fign from heaven to determine 
him. This feems to be a putting it on a wrong foot, fince 
God hath not in his word given us any ground to expect that 
he will anfwer fuch a requeft; nor is there any reafon to 
expect it from the nature of the thing: his lordfhip himfelf 
feems to have fufpeéted that fuch an addrefs and expectation 
was not regular, when he begs of God to pardon it, as being 
a greater requeft than a finner ought to make. I believe it 
will be acknowledged, ‘that fudden impreffions, or fuppofed 
figns from heaven, like that upon which lord Herbert feem-. 
eth to lay fo great a ftrefs, are very equivocal, and not much 
to be depended upon for information in truth, or direétion in 
duty. They may lay people open to miftake and delufion. It 
cannot be denied, that in fuch cafes, menare in danger of being 
impofed upon by the warmth of their own imaginations, ef- 
pecially if they be wroughtup to a ftrong defire and expecta- 
tion of an extraordinary fign from heaven, in favour of a 
defign which they heartily wifh fhould fucceed. 

© I think it is evident from his own account of it, that this 
was lord Herbert’s cafe. His mind was full of his book, 
highly prepoffeffed in favour of its truth and ufefulnefs. He 
feems not to have been diffident of the truth and goodnefs of 
the book itfelf, but only to have been in doubt about the ex- 
pediency of its publication; and he took a very extraordi- 
nary way to obtain direction concerning it. Nothing lefs 
would fatisfy him, than a fign from heaven; and it is plain 
that he was big with expectation. His imagination was 
warmed with the hope of a fign that fhould be a mark of 
the divine approbation. It is not to be wondered at, that a 
mind thus prepared fhould be difpofed to interpret any inci- 
dent that fhould happen, in favour of its own prepofleffions, 
and as countenancing the purpofe he had entertained in his 
own breaft. Taking it in this view, nothing happened bute 
what may reafonably enough be accounted fer, without fup- 


M 3 * pofing 











166 The MONTHLY REVIEW, 


pofing any thing fupernatural i in the cafe. He doth not men- 
tion any articulate voice, or words fpoken to him, as from 
heaven, directing him what to do, or fignifying an appro- 
bation of his defign, He only maketh mention of a noife, 
that feemed to him to come from heaven. He giveth no 
particular account what kind of noife it was, but only that 
jt was loud and yet gentle, and that it came from heaven, for. 
it was like nothing on earth ; ; that it was i” a ferene fky, and 
that to Ais thinking be faw the place from whence it came. In 
this fituation of his mind, any noife that happened at that pre- 
cife jun@ture, and which had fomething unufual in it, (and 
it is eafy to fuppofe feveral things of this kind) might be 
apt to make an impreffion on his imagination. I fhall only, 
put one fuppofition, and it is this, that at that time it might, 
happen to thunder at a diftance, which might well be in 
fummer time, tho’ in that part of the {ky which was within 
his view, there was no cloud to be feen, and all feemed per- 
feétly ferene. And the noife of thunder heard remote, to ufe 
Milton’s phrafe, coming at that inftant, when his foul was 
filled with expectation of fomething extraordinary, would. 
undoubtedly greatly affeét him, and might be regarded as a 
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for. And then no wonder that it comforted and cheared 
him, as his lordfhip obferves it did. 

‘ It is, I muft confefs, a great fatisfaftion to me to refleét, 
that the evidence of the Chrifian revelation doth not depend, 
upon fuch equivocal figns as this. ‘The atteftations given to 
the firft preachers and publifhers of the gofpel were of fuch 
a kind, that fuppofing them to have really happened, they, 
could not reafonably, or with the leaft appearance of proba- 
bility, be afcribed to any thing but a divine interpofition ; 
and therefore might juftly be regarded as marks of the divine 
© approbation of the Chriffian {cheme,’ 

Our author goes on to draw a kind of -parallel between this 
remarkable incident that happened to lord Herbert, and that 
extraordinary appearance from heaven which St. Paul gives an 
account of; and which, with what followed upon it, had fuch 
an effect upon him, as to conquer his obftinate prejudices, and 
to engage him to profefs and preach that faith in Chri/?, which 
he himfelf had zealoufly perfecuted before. There is this vaft 

difference, he tel!s us, between the cafes; that granting all 
that happened to lord Herbert to have been as he relates, there 
is nothing in it but what may be accounted for, without fup- 
poling any thing fupernatural: but granting the truth of the 
relation which St. Paul gives of the divine appearance to him, 
with 
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with the effeéts that followed upon it, there is no poffibility 
of accounting for it in a natural way, or indeed in any other 
manner, than by owning an extraordinary and fupernatural 
interpofition. ‘Thus far from our author’s poft{cript. . 

Having, in his firft and fecond letters, given a fummary 
view of lord Herbert’s {cheme, and made feveral reflections 
upon it, the doétor proceeds in the third, to make fome ob- 
fervations on mr. Hobbs’s writings; and as none of them are 
directly levelled againft revealed religion, he contents himfelf 
with fome brief general refleCtions upon them. He obferves 
very juftly, that we have a remarkable inftance in mr. fodds 
what ftrange extravaganicies men of wit and genius may fall 
into, who, whilft they value themfelves upon their fuperior 
penetration, and laugh at popular errors and fuperftition, often 
give into notions fo wild and ridiculous, as none of the people 
that govern themfelves by plain common fenfe, could be guilty 
of. Mr. Hobbs’s fcheme, he fays, ftrikes at the foundation of 
all religion, both natural and revealed ; tends not only to fub- 
vert the authority of the feripture, but to deftroy God’s moral 
adminiftration ; confounds the natural differences of good and 
evil, virtue and vice, and takes away the diftinction between 
foul and body, and the liberty of human aétions ; deftroys the 
beft principles of human nature, and inftead of that innate 
benevolence and focial difpofition, which fhould unite men to- 
gether, fuppofes all nren to be naturally in a ftate of war with 
one another ; ereéts an abfolute tyranny in the ftate and church 
which it confounds, and makes the will of the prince or go- 
verning power the fole ftandard of right and wrong; deftroys 
all the rights of private confcience, and indeed leaves no room 
for confcience at all. Whoever is acquainted with mr. Lobbs’s 
writings, will not think that the doctor’s cenfure is at all too 
fevere upon them. 

Among the learned adverfaries that mr. Hobbs met with, 
our author particularly mentions dr. Seth Ward, afterwards 
bifhop of Salifbury, and archbifhop Brambal: the latter of 
whom, we are told, argued with great acutenefs againft that 
part of his fcheme which relates to liberty and neceffity, and 
afterwards attacked the whole of his {yftem in a piece called 
The catching of the leviathan, publifhed at London in 1658 ; in 
which he undertakes to demonftrate, out of mr. Hobbs’s own 
works, that no man who is thoroughly an Hebbi/? can be a 
good Chriftian, or a good commonwealth’s man, or recon- 
cile himfelf to himfelf. Mr. Tenifon, afterwards archbifhop of 
Canterbury, the famous earl of Clarendon, bifhop Parker, mr. 


Tyrrel, but above all bifhop Cumberland, in his juftly celebrat-: 
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ed work De legibus nature difquifitis,diftinguifhed themfelvesalfo 
inthis controverfy; butnone of them applied themfelves fo much 
to vindicate revealed religion, or the Chri/tian fyftem, as to efta- 
blifh the great principles of all religion and morality, which 
mr. Hobbs’s f{cheme tended to fubvert, and to fhew that they 
had a real foundation in reafon and nature. . 
In the fourth letter our author gives fome account of the 
writings of mr. Charles Bleunt, and mr. Toland, and of the fe- 
veral anfwers that were made to them; and then proceeds, in 
the fifth, to take fome notice of the noble author of the Cha- 
raéicriftics. In regard to this laft mentioned writer, he ob- 
‘Terves, that his quality, his lively and beautiful imagination, 
his delicacy of tafte, the graces and embellifhments of his ftile, 
and his refined fentiments on the beauty and excellency of vir- 
tue, have very much prejudiced many perfons in his favour, 
and prepared them for receiving, almoft implicitly, whatever 
he hath advanced. He produces feveral paflages from the Cha- 
raéteriftics, wherein the noble author has caft refleGions on 
the doétrine of future rewards and punifhments; and others, 
wherein he fhews his prejudices againft Chriffianity, and makes 
fome occafional obfervations upon them ; after which he con- 
fiders that part of his fcheme where he feems to fet up ridicule 
as the beft and fureft criterion of truth. Part of what he ad- 
vances upon this fubject is as follows : 
‘ The beft and wifeft men,’ fays he, ‘in all ages, have al- 
ways recommended a calm attention and fobriety of mind, 
a cool and impartial examination and enquiry, as the pro- 
pereft difpofition for finding out truth, and judging concern- 
ing it. But according to his lordfhip’s reprefentation of the 
cafe, thofe that apply themfelves to the fearching out truth, 
or judging what is really true, ferious, and excellent, mutt 
endeavour to put themfelves in a merry humour, to raife up 
a gaiety of fpirit, and feck whether, in the object they are 
examining, they cannot find out fomething that may be juftly 
laughed at. And it is great odds, that a man who is thus 
difpofed will find out fomething fit, as he imagines, to excite 
his mirth, in the moft ferious and important fubjeét in the 
world. Such a temper is fo far from being a help to a fair 
and unprejudiced enquiry, that it is one of the greateft hin- 
drances to it. A ftrong turn to ridicule hath a tendency to 
difqualify a man for cool and fedate reflection, and to render 
him impatient of the pains that is neceflary to a rational and 
deliberate fearch. A calm difpaffionate love of truth, with 
a difpofition to examine carefully, and judge impartially, 
and a prevailing inclination to jeft and raillery, feldom meét 
to~- 
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together in the fame mind. ‘This difcovereth rather an odd 
turn and vivacity of imagination, than ftrong reafon and 
found judgment ; and it would be a ftrange attempt to fet up 
wit and imagination, inftead of reafon and judgment, for a 
judge and umpire in matters of the greateft confequence. . 
¢ Our noble author, indeed, frequently obferves, that truth 
cannot be hurt by ridicule, fince when the ridicule is wrong 
placed, it will not hold. Nothing is ridiculous (Charac. vol.I ) 
but what is deformed, ner is any thing proof againft raillery, 
but what is handfome and juft: this weapon therefore cannot 
bear an edge agatnft virtue and honefty, and bears againft every 
thing contrary toit. It will be readily allowed, that truth 
and honefty cannot be the fubjeét of ju/f ridicule; but then 
this fuppofeth, that ridicule itfelf mult be brought to the teft 
of coolreafon. And accordingly his lordfhip acknowledges, 
that it is in reality a ferious fiudy to temper and regulate that 
humour. And thus, after all, we are to return to gravity 
and ferious reafon as the ultimate teft and criterion of ridi- 
cule, and of every thing elfe. But tho’ the moft excellent 
things cannot be juftly ridiculed, and ridicule, when thus 
applied, will, in the judgment of wife and thinking men, 
render him that ufeth it ridiculous, yet there are many per- 
fons on whom it will have a very different effe&t. ‘The ri- 
dicule will be apt to create prejudices on their minds, and to 
infpire them with a contempt, or at leaft a difregard of 
things, which when reprefented in a proper light, appear to 
be of the greateft worth andimportance. The face of truth, 
indeed, as his lordthip obferves, is not le/s fair and beautiful 


Sor all the counterfeit vizards that have been put upon it; yet 


thefe vizards may fo conceal and difguife its beauty, as to 
make it look a quite different thing from what it really is, 
It cannot be denied, that truth, piety, and virtue, have often 
been the fubjects of ridicule; and bad, but witty men, have 
met with too much fuccefs in expofing them to the derifion 
and contempt, inftead of recommending them to the efteem 
and veneration of mankind. It is our author’s own obfer- 
vation, that fale earnef? is ridiculed, but the falfe jet paffes 


Jecure. And tho’ he fays he cannot conceive how any man 


fhould be laughed out of his wits, as fome have been frighted 
out of them, yet there have been, and are, too many inftan- 
ces of perfons that have been laughed out of their religion, 


© honefty, and virtue. Weak and unftable minds have been 


‘6 
€ 
¢ 


driven into atheifm, prophanenefs, and vice, by the force of 
ridicule, and have been made afhamed of that which they 
ought to efteem their glory. 
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© His lordfhip is pleafed to reprefent ridicule as the fitteft 
way of dealing with enthufiafts, and venders of miracles and 
propbecy; and having mentioned the reveries of the French 
prophets, and recommended Bartlomy-fair drollery, as pro 
per to be ufed on fuch occafions, he gives a broad hint, 
that if this method had been taken againft the reformation, 
or againft Chriffianity, at its firft rife, it would have been 
effectual to deftroy it, without having recourfe to perfecu- 
tion. He has here plainly let us know in what light he re» 
gardeth our holy religion: on other occafions he declares 
only for genteel raillery, but here it feems what he calls the 
Bartlomy-fair method, which, | believe, will hardly pafs for very 
genteel raillery, is fuppofed to be fufficient, not only againft 
that fet of enthufiafts who were called the French prophets, 
but againft Chriffianity itfelf. But he feems not to have 
confidered, that the great author and firft publifhers of the 
Chriftian religion, were fcoffed and derided, as well as ex~- 
pofed to grievous fufferings and torments, and that they had 
trial of cruel mockings, as well as of bonds and imprifonments: 
It appears from what remains of the works of (Celfus, as well 
as from what Cacilius fays in Minucius Felix, that no far- 
cafm or ridicule was fpared among the heathens, by 
which they thought they could expofe Chriftianity. ‘Tho’ 
when they found this ineffeCtual to fupprefs it, they from 
time to time had recourfe to more violent and fanguinary 
methods: and indeed thofe that have been moft prone to 
fcoff at religion and truth, have often been moft prone to 
perfecute it-too. A fcornful and contemptuous fpirit, which 
is an ufual attendant on ridicule, is apt to proceed to farther 
extremes; nor am I fure, that they, who om all occafions 
throw out the bittereft farcafms againft religion and its mini- 
fters, would not, if it were in their power, give more fub- 
ftantial proofs of their averfion. His lordfhip, indeed, 
honoureth that raillery and ridicule which he recommends 
with the name of good-humour ; and by fhuffling one of thefe 
for the other, and playing upon the words, maketh himfelf 
merry with his reader. But: good-humour taken in the beft 
fenfe, for what he calls the /weete/?, kindeft difpofition, is a 
different thing from that {neering faculty, which difpofes men 
to caft contempt upon perfons and things, and which is of- 
ten managed in a manner inconfiftent with a true benevolence. 
‘ The proper ufe of ridicule is to expofe fuch follies and ab- 
furdities, as {carce deferve or admit a ferious confideration : 
but to recommend raillery and ridicule, as fit to be employed 
on all occafions, and upon the moft weighty and —— 
© {ub- 
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€ fubjects, and as the propereft means for difcerning truth,. 
£ appears to. be an inverting the juft order of things. It is, 
« even when innocently ufed, for the moft part a trifling: em- 

ployment, and.a man of great genius cannot addict himfelé 
much to it, without defcending beneath his charaéter. In- 

deed there needs no more to give one a difguft, at this: pre- 
tended: teft of truth, than to confider the ufe his lordfhip has. 
made of it. When he is in any. degree ferious, he fhews 

how capable he is to inform and pleafe his reader ; but when 
he gives a.loofe to gaiety and ridicule, he.often writes:in a 
manner unworthy of himfelf. And I am,apt to think, that, 
if nothing of his had'been publifhed but the two firft treatifes 
of his firft volume, and the third volume, in which he 
chiefly indulges himfelf in. thofe libertiess he would. have 
generally pafled in the world for a {prightly and ingenious,. 
but very trifling, writer. He often throws out his {neers 
and flirts againft every thing that comes in his way, and 
with a mixture of low and folemn phrafe, and grave ridi- 
cule, he fometimes manages it fo, that it is not very eafy, 
to difcern his true fentiments, and what it is he really aims 
at. This is not very confiftent with the rule he has himfelf 
laid down more than once, viz. That it is a mean, impotent, 

and dull fort of wit, which leaves fenfible perfons in.a doubt, 

and at a lofs tounderftaud what one’s real mindis. And again 
“he cenfures, /uch a feigned gravity.as immoral and illiberal,, 
© foreign to the charafier of a good writer, a gentleman, and a 
* man of fenfe. There feems to be no cther way. of {creening. 
him.from his own cenfure, but by fuppofing, that he ima- 
gined his true intention, with regard to Chriffianity and the, 
holy fcriptures, might be perceived by. any fenfible perfon,, 
through his concealed ridicule. And it muft be acknow- 
ledged, that for the moft.part it isfo ;. tho’ in fome particu- 
lar places it is hard to know whether he is in jeft or earneft. 
By this covered way of ridicule, he fometimes ftcals. upon 
the reader before he is aware; and under the guife of a 
friend, gives a more dangerous blow, than if he had a&ted 
the part of an open and avowed enemy. 

‘ Upon the whole, it may be juftly faid, that in this noble 
and ingenious author, we have a remarkable inftance of the 
wrong application of that talent of ridicule, of which he was 
fo greata mafter. And if it has fucceeded ill. in his hands, 

how much more may it be expected to do fo. inthofe, who, 

for want of his genius, are not able to rife above.low buf-. 
foonry, nor capable of diftinguifhing grofs and. fcurrilous. 
raillery and fcandal, from wit and delicate ridicule.! His 
‘ lord- 
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lordfhip hath fince had many aukward imitators, and pro- 
bably will have more, who will be apt to apply his teft of, 
ridicule, not only as he himfelf hath given them an example, 
againft revealed religion, but againft all religion ; even that 

which is called natural, and againft that virtue, of which, 

in his ferious moods, he hath profefled himfelf fo great an, 
admirer.’ ; 
In his fixth letter, the doétor gives an account of mr. Cc/- 

lins’s Diftourfe of free-thinking, The grounds of the Chriftian. 
religion, and The fcheme of literal prophecy confidered; thews 

the abfurdity of this author’s attempt to prove, that there was 

a general corruption of the gofpels in the fixth century; the 

abfolute falfhood of the very fundamental principles of his 
whole fyftem, viz. That the prophecies of the old teftament 
are the fole foundation of Chri/tianity, and the only proofs 
and evidences infifted upon by our Saviour and his apoftles, in 

confirmation of it; and concludes with obferving, that his 
attack againft Chriffianity, tho’ carried on with as great art as. 
malice, produced this advantage, that it gave occafion to a. 
full and accurate examination into the nature, defign, and ex- 
tent of many of the old teftament prophecies, and to the placing 
fome difficult paflages in a clearer light. 

In the feventh letter, our author gives an account of mr. 
Woolfton’s difcourfes on the miracles of our faviour, the defign, 
of which was to fhew, that the accounts of the great facts, 
recorded in the gofpels, are to be underftood wholly in a myf-, 
tical and allegorical fenfe ; and that taken in the literal and. 
hiftorical fenfe, they are falfe, abfurd, and fictitious. In the, 
eighth, we have a view of dr. Tindal’s Chrifttanity as old 
as the creation, and the anfwers that were publifhed againft it. 
In the ninth, there is a diftin& and full account of the man- 
ner in which the moral philofopher conducted his. attempt 
againft Chriftianity, and of the feveral anfwers that were made 
to him ; whereby it clearly appears, that notwithftanding the. 
boafted pretences of this impudent and conceited author, there 
have been few writers who have been more effe@ually con- 
futed and expofed. | 

The tenth letter contains obfervations upon a pamphlet en- 
titled, Chriffianity not founded on argument; the defign of which 
is to fhew, that the Chri/tian faith has no foundation in rea-, 
fon, nor any thing to fupport it but a wild and fenfelefs en- 
thufiafm, deftitute of all proof and evidence. In this letter 
the doctor gives feveral inftances of the great difingenuity of 
the author of this applauded performance, examines the prin-, 
ciple things he has offered in fupport of his fcheme, and — 
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the pernicious tendency of his work tofubvertall certainty of rea- 
fon and natural religion as well as revealed. In the eleventh, he 


examines and confutes what the author of The refurrection of 


Fefus confidered offers to prove, that Chrif? did not foretell his 
_own refurrection, and that the ftory of the chief priefts fetting 
a watch at the fepulchre, is a forgery and fiction; fhews that 
the evidence which was actually given of our Saviour’s refur- 
rection was the propereft that could be given; and that the 
feeming variations among the evangelifts, if rightly confidered, 
furnifh a proof of the truth and genuinenefs of the gofpel- 
records. 

In the twelfth and thirteenth letters, the doctor gives a ge- 
neral account of mr. Chubd’s poftumous treatifes, produces 
feveral inftances of his great difingenuity and grofs perverfion 
of fcripture ; confiders what he has advanced to invalidate the 
proofs of Cdri/fianity from prophecy and miracles; his pretence 
that the apoftles quite changed the original plan of Chriffianity, 
and laid a fcheme for worldly wealth and power; and, in a 
word, without entering into a very minute examination, takes 
notice of every thing of confequence in his works. 

The fourteenth letter contains a few obfervations on a 
pamphlet entitled, The cafe of deifm fairly tated, and on the at- 
tempt againft the fcriptures in lord Bolingbroke’s letters on the 
ftudy and ufe of hiftory ; after which, the doétor clofes his 
account of the deiftical writers, and makes feveral very juft 
refletions which naturally arife from the fubject. In the jaft 
letter he gives a clear and fummary reprefentation of the prin- 
cipal arguments and evidences for the truth and the divinity of 
the Chriftian revelation. A. 

We mutt not conclude this article, without pointing out 
fome omiffions in dr. Le/and’s performance. In reciting the 
learned writers, who have oppofed the fcheme of the author 
of the Chara@eriftics, the doctor hath overlooked an excellent 
piece written by the late judicious and polite mr. Fobn Balguy, 
vicar of North-allerton, &c. with a profefled defign to obviate 
and confute the objections of the earl of Shafte/bury, againft the 
rewards of future happinefs promifed in the gofpel. It is en- 
titled, 4 letter to a deift, concerning the beauty and excellency of 
moral virtue, and the fupport and improvement which it receives 
From the Chriftian revelation, London, 8vo. 1729. This 
worthy clergyman and accomplifhed writer was alfo the author 
of an excellent tract againft dr. Tindal, viz. 4 fecond letter to 
a deift, concerning a late book, entitled, Chriftianity as old as 
the creation, more particularly that chapter which relates ta dr. 
Clarke. 8vo. 1731. He is likewife worthy of great efteem 
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as an advocate for genuime Chrif/tianity, on account of another 
laboured performance, intended to refute and explore dr. Tin- 
dal’s cavils againft the mediatorial fcheme. This much ad- 
mired tract is intitled, An effay on redemption, being the fecond 
part of divine rectitude, 8vo. 1741. 

We think it not improper further to obferve, that dr. Le- 
land hath taken no notice of mr. Co//ins’s tra&t, intitled, Ax 
effay concerning the ufe of reafon in propofitions, the evidence 
whereof depends upon human teftimony, 8vo. 1707. Nor of the 
anfwers which were made to that piece by dr. Francis Gaftrell, 
afterwards bifhop of Chefier, and other eminent writers. Nor 
of feveral notable tracts written by Morgan and Toland. 

Among the writers againft mr. Wool/ton, mr. Simon Browne 
deferves a place, on account of his ingenious and fpirited trea- 
tife, intitled, 4 fit rebuke to a ludicrous infidel, in fome remarks 
on mr. Woolfton’s fifth difcourfe on the miracles of our Saviour, 
with a preface concerning the profecution of fuch writers by the 
civil powers 8vo. 1732. Mr. Fofeph Hallet \ikewife wrote an 
excellent difcourfe of the reality, kinds, and number of our 
Saviour’s miracles, occafioned by mr. Voolfton’s fix difcourfes. 
It was publifhed in the fecond volume of notes and difcourfes, 
8vo. 1732. He was alfo the author of 4x effay on the nature 
and ufe of miracles, defigned againft the affertion, that they are 
no proper proof of a divine miffion: to which is prefixed, an 
anfwer to fome other objections againft revealed religion, contained 
in a late book, intitled, Chriftianity as old as the creation, 8vo. 
1730. 

It hath occafioned fome furprize to us, that fo celebrated a 
writer as dr. Stebbing hath not been noticed among the oppo- 
nents of dr. Tindal. He publifhed a valuable tra&t, viz. 4 
defence of dr. Clarke’s evidences of natural and revealed religion, 
in anfwer to the fourteenth chapter of a book, intitled, Chriftianity 
as old as the creation, 8vo. 1731. As alfo 4 difcourfe con- 
cerning the ufe and advantages of the gofpel revelation; in which 
are obviated the principat objections contained in a bcok, intitled, 
Chriftianity, &c. 8vo. 1731. Perhaps one of the beft pieces 
publifhed againft dr. Tindal, was, The main argument of a late 
book, intitled, Chriftianity as old as the creation, fairly ftated 
and examined; or, a foort view of the whole controverfy, 8vo. 
1733- This, which was publifhed without the author’s name, 
we know was written by the ingenious mr. Anthony Atkey. 

One of the firft traé&ts which appeared againft the Moral 
philofopher, bears the title of Ihe immorality of the moral phi- 
lofopher, being an anfwer ta a book lately publifhed, intitled, The 
moral philofopher, 8vo. 1737. This was written by me 
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Fofeph Hallet, who foon after publifhed 4 letter to the moral 
philofopher :. being a vindication of a pamphlet, intitled, The 
immorality of the moral philofopher, 8vo. 1737. He alfo 
wrote, A rebuke to the moral philofopher, for the errors and im- 
moralities contained in his third volume, 8vo. 1740. Wemay 
here further add, that mr. Hallet wrote another tra&, very 
deferving of public notice, viz. The confiftent Chriftian, being 
a confutation of the errors advanced in mr. Chubb’s book, intitled, 


The true gofpel of JefusChrift aflerted, relating to the neceffity of 


faith, the nature of the gofpel, the infpiration of the apoftles, Sc. 
with remarks on his diflertation on providence, 8vo. 1738. 

There are other excellent pieces in favour of Chriftianity, 
which our author hath overlooked, particularly 4n addre/s to 
deifts, being a proof of revealed religion from miracles and pre- 
phecies, in anfwer to a book, intitled, the refurrection of Jefus 
confidered, &c. by Fohn Fack/on, re€tor of Roffington, &c. 8vo. 
1744. a tract not inferior to any upon ihe fubje&. As alfo 
four or five pamphlet’s againft mr. Chubd’s writings, written 
by mr. Caleb Fleming. Likewife the argument from prophecy, 
in proof that Jelus is the meffiah vindicated, or fome confiderations 
ou the prophecies of the old teftament, as the grounds and reafons 
of the Chrittian religion, 8vo. 1733. by Mofes Lowman. 

There was likewife a performance, of which the writer of 
the life of mr. Woolfton, page 21, takes notice. He tells us, 
© that he heard mr. Woolften {peak of a book written by dr. 
‘ Wade, againft him, which he intended to confider if he 
© had lived to have got his freedom, which he thought to be 
“ more worthy his confideration than any other :’ it was in- 
titled, Two difcourfes: the firft, am appeal to the miracles of 
Jefus, as proofs of his meffiahfbip. ‘The fecond, a demonftration 
of the truth and certainty of his refurrection from the dead. By 
George Wade, D. D. vicar of Gainfborough, and prebendary of 
Lincaln, 8vo. 1729. 

Notwithftanding the omiffions we have thought it our duty 
to point out, as above, it muft be allowed, that through 
vhe whole of this performance, our worthy author fhews not 
only a perfect acquaintance with the evidences of Chri/tianity, 
but that he has imbibed the true {pirit of it, and is poffeffed of 
that amiable temper and difpofition which becomes a genuine 
difciple of its divine author. 
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| Art. xviii. The parliamentary or conftitutional thifiory of 
‘ England; being a faithful account of all the moft remarkable 
_ tranfaétions in parliament, from the earlieft times to the re- 
floration of king CharlesIf. Collected from the records, the 
journals of both houfes, original manufcripts, fearce fpeeches, 
and traéts; all compared with the cotemporary writers, and 
connected throughout with the hiftory of the times. By feveral 
bands, Vol. ix. x. xi. xii. xiii. 8v0. Price bound 11. 
. os. Sandby. 


TE have already recommended the firft eight volumes 
of this valuable and entertaining work to the atten- 
tion of the public*. And it gives us pleafure to obferve, 
that the judicious compilers, in the five additional vo~- 
lumes now publifhed, have exhibited frefh proofs of their inde- 
fatigable endeavours to render their hiftory worthy of the pub- 
lic efteem. Every competent judge of the Engli/bhiftory will 
y allow, that the period to which they are now arrived, com- 
A prehends a great variety of important events, which ought 
to be treated with the utmoft accuracy, and impartiality. 
i If we can point out, in the extraéts we fhall: offer, proper 
j fpecimens of the difcernment and fidelity, as well as the 
induftry of the authors, we apprehend the candid will be dif- 
pofed to give fuitable encouragement to a work, which could 
not have been executed to fuch advantage, but by great dili-' 
gence, ftri&t examination, extenfive correfpondence, and folid 
judgment.. We fhall not attempt to prejudice the public 
in favour of this hiftory, by a decifive fentence of our own ; 
it is our bufinefs to reprefent its real merit, as it appears 
} to us upon a careful and impartial difquifition ; and to intimate 
what exceptions may be juftly made to it, on account of fuch 
1 defects or errors as occur to obfervation. The declarations 
iF of the compilers in the preface to thefe additional volumes, we 
offer in their own words. 
¢ Tho’ the general aim and intention of this work is fo 
* fully fet forth in the preface (fee Review, vol. IV.) that it 
© might feem unneceffary to offer any thing further on the 
© fubje& ; yet the interefting crifis we are now upon demands 
© the reader’s attention to a few obfervations on fome of the 
7 ¢ principal cotemporary colle€tors and hiftorians of that age. 
‘ And, firft, mr. Ru/bworth ; whofe miftakes in the times 
© we have pafled over, have been already taken notice of ; 
© but moft of thefe feem to be owing rather to the negligence 


u * See Review, Vol. vii. p. 428. Vol. viii. p. 67. 214, Ge. 
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and ignorance of tranfcribers, than to any partial intention 
of his own. Neverthelefs, in his collections, almoft all the pro- 
ceedings of the houfe of /ords, in the parliament we are now 
upon, are omitted, except where they concurred with the 
prevailing party of the commons. And upon thofe autho- 
rities it appears, that there were very few inftances of any 
attack upon the juft and legal prerogatives of the crown, but 
what ftood great debate amongft the peers ; a negative being 
put upon many motions for their concurrence with the 
commons, others carried by a fingle vote, and protefts en- 
tered in form by the alternate minorities; and moft of thefe 
after the bifhops had either voluntarily abfented themfelves, 
or were removed from their feats in parliament; which 
proceedings are here duly entered in their proper feries. 

© The next is dr. Naljon: who, in his collcéions, feems to 
have taken as much pains in detecting the miftakes of mr. 
Rufbworth, as mr. Tyrrel has done thofe of dr. Brady, in 
the former part of this work: but tho’ thefe confift of two 
large volumes in folio, yet they proceed no farther than fa- 
nuary 1641 ; and abound fo much with party-prejudice, as 
renders a fearch through them very tedious, even tho’ they were 
lefs voluminous. — But as he has been very minute and par- 
ticular, fo far as he goes, many authentic circumftances have 
been borrowed from him, not taken notice of by others. 
‘In mr. Whitlocke’s memorials, the tranfaCtions from the 
fifteenth of February 1641, to the battle of Edgehill, in Odo- 
ber 1642, are comprifed in feven pages only : and tho’ that 
work carries the face of a diary, and is, in the main, very 
exat in afcertaining the dates of facts; yet, in the firft part 
of it, are many chronological errors, there being fome tranf- 
actions of the year 1643 entered in the month of AZay, 
which did not happen till the December following. 

© In lord Clarendon we find recitals of fome principal de- 
bates in parliament, in which he had a very confiderable 
fhare, before the war broke out. B:it he has alfo made abun- 
dance of miftakes in point of chronology ; from whence it is 
probable that his lordthip, as well as mr. /Vbitlocke, wrote 
chiefly from memory. 

© In Hufband;s’s calleions a great number of the moft in- 
terefting public inftruments are wholly omitted, and there 
are many miftakes in thofe he has given us; which is the 
more extraordinary, as he was the authorifed printer to the 
houfe of commons. And even feveral of king Charles’s 
{peeches and meflages, printed in Roj/ton's edition of that 


monarch’s works, are not without errors. 
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‘We have, therefore, trufted to none of thefe, where we could 
be fupplied from the journals of either houfe, or the origi- 
nal and authentic editions of the times: and where thofe 
authorities are filent, we bave always referred to the callec- 
tions from whence the refpective inftruments are taken. 
* As to the long declarations and remonftrances, by way of 
altercation between the king and the parliament, we have 
endeavoured an abridgment of them, where-ever it could be 
done without injury to the matter, (and in thefe cafes the 
reader will always find a reference to the original at large) ; 
tho’, in many inftances, we have been obliged to give the 
whole, fome fub/fequent difputes frequently taking their rife 
from particular phrafes and expreffions. 
© Lord Holles’s memoirs may more properly be called a de- 
clamation againft fome particular perfons, than an hiftorical 
relation of matters; yet they give great light into many con- 
fiderable debates as far as'1648.— At this period alfo mr. 
Rufbworth leaves us. 
© Sir Philip Warwick's memoirs of the reign of king Charles I. 
are chiefly calculated as a general defence of the meafures 
purfued by that unhappy monarch, and are carried on to 
the reftoration. General | por s memoirs, which end 
with the fame period, are written upon a quite contrary 
principle ; aud he fhews as little regard for Cromwell as for 
the king.—But if the laft memorialift, through his inflexible 
attachment to republican principles, has given the proteétor 
no quarter, this is amply made up by mr. Carrington, who 
wrote his life, and dedicated it‘to his fon Richard; wherein 
he compares the former to ‘Julius Cafar as a warrior and 
orator, and to Ads/es as a lawgiver. 
€ From all thefe, and many other writers, tho’ they are 
generally more engaged in relating military than civil tran- 
factiovs, we have collected many circumftances that con- 
tribute much to illuftrate the debates and proceedings of 
parliament in thefe diftracted times, but without any ob- 
fervations or remarks of our own. — The perufal of the 
work will fuggeft enough of this to every reader, and is 
therefore unneceflary in the authors. 
* All the lifts of this long parliament, we have met with, 
being very incorrect and imperfect, a new one has been at- 
tempted to be formed froia the journals of both houfes, and 
the pamphlets of the times, with the feveral progreffive al- 


terations from the firft meeting of the parliament to their 


diffolution, and fome hiftorical ‘diftinGtions tending to point 
out what fide the refpective members adhered to in thefe dif- 
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© putes: fo that, as the work itfelf is a hiffory of the proceedings 
« of parliament, this part of it may, in fome meafure, be called 
© 4 hiffory of the men that compofed it. And, upon this occa- 
© fion, we cannot help repeating our obligations to the fide- 
lity and great accuracy of the editor of the printed journals 
of the houfe of commons: a work which does honour to 
the prefent age, and will be a lafting benefit to pofterity.’ 

The editors of this work, being fenfible that the copious va- 
riety of materials, which they have endeavoured to digeft and 
methodize into a regular feries and conneéted order, hath 
rendéred it much more voluminous than they expected, ex- 
prefs aiuft concern, that it has fwelled fo far beyond their firft 
calculation. But the reafons they aflign in juftification of 
their coriduét will be allowed to have great weight, by the 
difinterefted reader, who would form an adequate idea of the 
ftate of affairs in this remarkable period of our hiftory. They 
obferve, that this is principally owing to the great number of 
original letters and fearce fpeeches in parliament, which, as 
they judicioufly remark, are the trueft and moft authentic 
hiftory of the times, and would not, therefore, bear any abridg~ 
ment. Materials of this kind, as they are proper vouchers 
of the truth of many principal events, as well as incidental 
occurrences, cannot fail of affording equal inftruction and en- 
tertainment. And for want of fuch credible informations in 
fome of the former parts of their hiftory in diftant periods, 
there ftil! remains fuch imperfe€tion and obfcurity, as we can- 
not but fenfibly regret. — They alfo intimate, that there are 
added many trials upon impeachments, here inferted in their 
proper order of time, but omitted in the /fate-trials: for in 
thofe collections there are no proceedings of this kind from 
the year 1640 to the reftoration, except againft the earl of 
Strafford, archbifhop Laud, and the king; for tho’ there is 
fome account therein of the profecution of the judges in the 
bufinefs of /bip-money, yet it is carried no farther than the 
fpeeches at opening the impeachments. They further ob- 
ferve, that as we proceed in the war, parliamentary matters 
lefien upon our hands, and efpecially after the king was taken 
off, and the houfe of lords voted ufelefs by the commons. 
Notwithftanding the free judgment which the compilers of 
this hiftory have pafled upon their predeceflors, they would 
not be thought fo vain as to imagine that their own colle¢ctions 
are without faults. But as they declare, that they are not 
confcious to themfelves there are any wilful ones, they hope 


their attempt will meet with a favourable indulgence from 
the public. 
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Having given an introductory account of the views and de- 
fins of our authors, in felecting the materials of their hiftory 
from the principal writers who have treated on this interefting 
period, and the judgment they have paffed upon their peculiar 
advantages and defects, it may be expedient to annex a fum- 
mary reprefentation of the contents of each volume. The 
ninth volume, which is the firft of the prefent colle€tion, begins 
with an account of the meeting of the long parliament on the 
3d .of November 1640, and ends with the oth of September 
1641, when both houfes agreed to adjourn themfelves to the 
20th day of O.7ober next enfuing. The tenth relates the pro- 
ceeving: of parliament, from it’s meeting after the recefs, Od?e- 
ber 20. 1641, to May 16. 16423 when the king began to 
levy forces to difpoftets fir ‘Zohn Hotham of the town of Huil, 
which he held purfuant to the orders of parliament, in de- 
fiance of the royal injuntions to furrender it. In the eleventh 
we have the hiftory of parliamentary tranfa€tions continued to 
the battle of Edge-hill, which happened 23d Ofober 1642. 
The twelfth begins with the call of the houfe of commons, 
November 1, 1642, and ends with the account of the king’s 
proclamation for fummoning a convention, or anti-parliament, 
to meet 22d fanuary, at Oxford, dated 22d December 1643. 
The thirteenth, and laft of this colle&ion, brings the hiftory 
of the parliament’s proceedings, connected with the general 
hiftory of the times, to the important victory which the 
parliament-forces obtained over the king and his army at 
Nafeby, 4th ‘June 1645; which brought on the entire ruin of 
the king and all his adherents. 

Before our hiflorians begin their account of the proceed- 
ings of this parliament, they think it may not be improper to 
give a lift of the members of both houfes, And here we have 
the pleafure of obferving, that the diligence and accuracy of 
our compilers eminently appear, in having furnifhed the ex- 
acteft and completeft ftate of the peerage, at this time, that 
we remember to have feen. By this they have diftinguifhed 
how much the number of peers was increafed fince the ac- 
ceffiun of the Stuart family to the crown, and have likewife 
properly pointed out the peers who took part with the king 
againft the parliament, after the war broke out, according to 
the lift printed at Oxford by his majefty’s order. This Jift 
alfu includes the diftinét titles of honour belonging to each 
peer, and fpecities what peers were created, or advanced in 
peerage, after the opening of the parliament, who were ad- 
mitted to take their feats as fuch ; and thofe, who being created 
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peers, or advanced in peerage, after the time of the king’s with- 
drawing himfelf from the parliament in ‘January 1641, were 
denied admiffion, according to the privilege they claimed, till 
after the reftoration. “Thefe accounts have been rendered the 
more complete and inftruétive by means of the lords journals, 
fir Villiam Dugdale’s baronage, and other authorities ; particu- 
larly a catalogue of the peers create’ by the king fince the 4th 
of “fanuary 1641, till his majefty’s remove from Oxford, 
April 27. 1646, printed by Thomas Walkley, with the licence 
of Thomas earl of Arundel and Surrey, earl marfhal of England. 
For in April 1646 the king put himfelf into the hands of the 
Scots army ; after which time we find no more peers created 
in this reign. 

The lift of the houfe of commons, as given in the other 
colleétions, which our authors have examined, appears to 
them to have deen taken about two years after the opening of 
the feffion; the names of many members originally re- 
turned, and who highly diftinguiined themfelves in the fubfe- 
quent debates, being wholly omitted; as fir Edward Dering, 
for Kent ; fir Francis Seymour, for Marlborough ; Charles \ord 
vifcount Andover, for the city of Oxford; George lord Digty, 
for Dorfet/hire, and many others. For this reafon, they af- 
fure us, they have endeavoured to extraét from the journals 
all the feveral alterations in that houfe, whether by advance- 
ment to peerage, undue elections, death, or expullions, from 
the firft meeting of the parliament November 3. 1640, to the 
forcivle difmiffion thereof by Cromwell in 1653. 

Their attemp's to render the lift they have inferted more 
perfect and accurate, we {hall reprefent in their own words, 
* During the two firft years of the parliament, writs were 
‘ duly iflued for fupplying of vacancies; but from that time 
we meet with very few inftances of any, till after the battle 
of Nafeby, in Fune 1645. Within twelve months next 
following that event, near 150 writs were iffued, and thefe 
chiefly to fupply the places of fuch members as had been 
difabled in 1642 and 1643, for taking part with the king. 
Where we find the day on which any member was difabl.d 
from fitting in parliament, and the caufe thereof, particuls- 
rifed in the journals, they are fo exprefled ; and the dates of 
their refpective deceafes refts upon the authority of the printed 
lifts and diaries of the times: but where the particular day 
of fuch deceafe or difablement is not mentioned, fuch 
member is found to be deceafed or difabled only by the writ 
* for electing his fucceflor, which in moft cafes did not iflug, 
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* efpecially after the commencement of the war, till fome 
© years after fuch vacancy.’ 

At fo great a diftance from this remarkable period, it will 
be readily admitted, that moft readers will be frequently at a 
lofs to determine with any degree of exactnefs concerning the 
proper characters of the greateft part of the members which 
compofed this parliament; our compilers, therefore, have judici- 


oufly added fome diftinctions, and explanatory notes, as ufeful . 


illuitrations, with a view to point out what party the feveral 
members adhered to after the breaking out of the war. By a 
Ctitical attention to thefe characteriftic notations, the reader 
may be enabled, without much difficulty, to difcern the men 
who were for redrefling of grievances, and reftraining the 
prerogative of the crown within it’s juft bounds ; and thofe 
who, under that pretence, fubverted the conftitution, to ad- 
vance their own ambitious purpofes. 
‘ Thefe difingtions are grounded upon the following au- 
thorities. hofe who fubfcribed the folemn league and co- 
venant; fiom the commons journals. Such as left the par- 
liament, and jvined the king at Oxford, where they formed 
a convention or anti-parliament; from their proceedings 
printed by Leonard Litchfield, with the king’s authority. 
The members imprifoned or fecluded, as weil as thofe who 
were feized by the army on the 6th of December 1648, af- 
ter having voted the day before, ** That the king’s anfwers 
© to the propolitions of both houfes were a ground for peace;”” 
* from a pamphlet, intitled, A vindication of the imprifoned 
‘ and fecluded members, printed by Michael Spark, and li- 
© cenfed by ‘Fobn Langley, 20th fanuary 1648. Such of the 
* commiffioners appointed for the trial of the king as did not 
© aétat all; from the ordinance of parliament. Commiffioners 
© who occafionally attended, but did not fign the warrant for 
© beheading him; from Phelps’s journal of the high court of 
 juftice. suchas figned the warrant ; from the original, 

© On the 14th of Odcber 1649, the commons having re- 
© folved, that every member, before he took his feat, fhould 
© fubfcribe an engagement, ‘‘ to be true and faithful to the 
‘6 oovernment, as eftablifhed, without king or houfe of peers,” 
and appointed a committee to fee that order duly obferved, 
we intended to have diftinguifhed the names of fuch as fub- 
feribed the fame, but do not find them entered in the jour- 
nals ; although, when a like order was made for taking the 
proteftation in May 1641, and the folemn league and cove- 
nant in September 1643, the names of the members that took 
then refpectively are entered de die in diem. 
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‘¢ Where writs were iffued to fupply the places of members 
©‘ difabled, and others were chofen tn their places, after the 
* breaking out of the war, tho’ the matter amounted in 
‘ fa&t to an expulfion; yet as the commons journals, in 
‘ thefe inftances, make ufe of the term di/abled, we have 
‘ therefore conformed ourfelves to the ftyle and language of 
thefe authorities.’ 

During the flu@uating fcenes of unhappy oppofition and 
vioJent conteft, many members became obnoxious to the re- 
fentment of the prevailing party in the houfe, and in pur- 
fuance of it’s orders were expelled or difabled ; it may not 
therefore be improper to felect and fpecify fume cafes which 
may be allowed to merit a more particular regard ; as it feems 
probable, that partiality fometimes cxerted a malignant in- 
fluence, rather than a difinteretted and unbiaffled attachment 
to the true intereft of the nation, and a difpaffionate zeal for 
the fupport of the conftitution. “hus we may obferve, that 
mr. William Taylor, burgels for New Vindfor, was expelled 
27th May 1641, and declared incapable of ever being a mem- 
ber, and committed to the Tower, for faying that the houfe 
of commons had committed murder with the fword of juf- 
tice, in their profecution of the earl of Strafford; whilft 
Henry Marten, knight for the county of Berks, tho" he was 
difabled by the vote of the houfe, 16th Zuguf 1643, from 
fitting in parliament, and committed to the Tower, for re- 
fie&ting on the king and royal family; yet, on the 2d of 
Septembcr following, was difcharzed without paying any fees ; 
and upon a rehearing, 6th ‘faxuary 1645, the cenfure againft 
him was annulled, and ordered to be razed out of the jour- 
nal, and he was re-admitted into the houfe. Edwerd lord 
Howard of Efcrike, who took his feat in the houfe of com- 
mons 5th May 1649, as a citizen for Carlifle, was, on the 
25th ‘Fune 1651, difabled to fit in parliament, and from bear- 
ing any office of truft; alfo fined 10,0021, and committed 
to the Tower during the pleafure of parliament, for being 
guilty of bribery. But this fine was annulled by vote, 5th 
April 1653. ‘Fobn Frye, for Shafiefbury, was fufpended fot 
writing a book againtt the trinity ; bu:, upon declaring that 
he abominated the opinions charged upon him, readmitted 34 
February 1648, but difabled 24tn February 1650 for the fame 
kind of offence. Sir Edward Dering, knight and baronet, for 
Kent, was difabled 2d February 1641, for printing his fpeeches 
in parliament. The particulars of his cafe may be feen vol. x. 
p.270, Sc. After fome debate, the refolutions of the houfe 
were, 1. * That a book of fir Edward Dering’s, intitled, A 
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* collection of fpeeches made by fir Edwara Dering, knight 
* and baronet, in matter of religion, is again{ft the honour and 
privilege of this houfe, and {candalous to this houfe ; and 
fhall be burned by the hands of the common hangman, in 
‘ Wefiminfter, Cheapfide, and Smythfield. 2. That the faid 
© fir Edward Dering thall be difabled to fit as a member of 
‘ this houfe during this parliament ; and that a new writ fhall 
iflue. for electing a knight to ferve for the county of Kent, 
in the room and place of fir Edward Dering thus difabled ; 
and that he be fent to the Tower, there to remain during 
the pleafure of the houfe. Upon this laft queftion the houfe 
divided, yeas 85, noes 61; but he was difcharged afew days 
* after. On the 20th of fuly 1647, fir Fohn Maynard, 
‘ knight of the bath, major-general Edward Maffey, “fobn 
Glynne, efq; recorder of London, col. Edward Harley, An- 
thony Nicoll, efq; Denzil Holles, e'q; fir Philip Stapylton, fir 
© William Lewis, fir Fobn C/otworthy, fir William Waller, and 
‘ Walter Long, e(q; who, on account of a charge brought 
* againft them by tir Thomas Fairfax and the army, were dif- 
© abled by the votes and refolutions of the houfe, obtained 
leave from the houfe to abfent themfelves for fix months, on 
condition of returning within that time. Sir ‘Faba Maynard 
* was committed to the Tower 7th September 1647; the fix 
‘ jaft of thefe gentlemen embarked for France in Auguft 
‘ 1647, and the others retired into the country while their 
© caufe was depending before the houfe. Denzil Holles ob- 
‘ tained leave to go abroad ; and retired into Normandy, where 
* he refided feveral years, and wrote his memoirs. The or- 
© ders of the houfe againft moft of thefe gentlemen were re- 
* voked by another of the 8th Fune 1648 ; but fir Philip Sta- 
‘ pylton died at Calais Auguft 1647. Fitzwilliams Coning/fby 
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for Herefordfhire, Richard Long for Briftol, Edmund Wynda- 
ham for Bridgewater, William Sandys for Evefham, Thomas 
Webb for Romney, fir fohn Facob for Rye, and fir Nicolas 
Crifpe for Winchelfea, were expelled for being monopolifts ; 
but Henry Benfon for Knarefborough was not only cenfured 
and expelled for felling prote€tions to divers men that were 


not his menial] fervants, but likewife declared unworthy and 
incapable of ever fitting in parliament.’ 


[To be continued. ] of, 
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Art. xix. The works of the late right hon. Henry St. John, 
lord vifcount Bolingbroke. Complete in five volumes 410. 


Publifhed by David Mallet, e/g; Price 3). 158. in fheets. 


E have before us a complete edition of lord Boling- 

broke’s works, confifting of eflays, fragments of 

eflays, letters, remarks, and diflertations, on a great variety 
of fubjeéts. In regard to fuch of them as were publifhed be- 
fore, or have appeared fince, his lordfhip’s death, we need 
fay nothing ; the public is fufficiently acquainted with them : 
nor will it be neceflary to fay any thing of his lordfhip’s cha- 
racter as a writer in general, fince every impartial perfon mutt 
needs allow him the praife of a great genius, and acknowledge, 
that in hiftory and politics his abilities were great, and his 
manner of writing clear, ftrong, and manly. Had he em- 
ployed his pen on political fubjeéts and hiftory only, he could 
not have failed of entertaining and inftru@ting his readers ; but 
when he treats of philofophy and religion, his writings have 
little to recommend them but their wit and their eloquence. 
It will not, we hope, be deemed any prefumption to fuppofe, 
that in the early part of life, he was too warmly engaged in 
the purfuit of pleafure and ambition, to exercife his thoughts 
much upon fubjeéts of a religious and ferious nature : it plainly 
appears, however, that during this very period he had con- 
tracted ftrong prejudices againft revealed religion, which feem 
greatly to have influenced his judgment and his reafonings in 
his more advanced years; and one would be tempted indeed to 
think, from the abufive and fcurrilous manner in which he 
treats divines of all denominations, that he was of opinion no 
caufe could be good in which they interefted themfelves. That 
many of them, inftead of doing any real fervice, have done 
great diflervice to the interefts of true religion, is a melancholy 
truth; their bigotry and party-zeal, their ambitious and inte- 
refted views, their perfecuting fpirit, and their confining 
Chriftianity within the narrow precinéts of their refpective 
fyftems, have been attended with the moft fatal confequences. 
Some there have been among them, however, who have done 
honour to human nature; have not only preached, but lived 
the gofpel; have refolutely maintained the caufe of truth and 
liberty ; and, in a word, have been bright examples of every 
thing amiable and praife-worthy among men. Now to make 
no diftinétion between thefe and the former, but to decry 
them all indifcriminately, as our noble author too often dces, 
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Had his lordfhip contented himfelf with railing at the clergy, 

and with expofing their conduct, where it deferved to be ex- 
pofed, it had been well; but he has gone much farther; he 
has attacked the religion of his country in a very indecent 
manner. The fcriptures of the old tettament, he tells us, 
abound with greater inconfiftencies and abfurdities than are to 
be found in any modernromance. The God of Mofes, we are 
told, is partial, unjuft, and cruel; delights in blood, com- 
shands affaffinations, maffacres, and even exterminations of 
people : the God of Paul ele&s fome of his creatures to falva- 
tion, and predeftinates others todamnation, even in the womb of 
their mothers ; fo that if there was not a being infinitely more 
perfect than either of thefe, there would be no God at all, nor 
‘any true religion in the world, The reader will naturally ex- 
pect to find fomething very ftrong in fupport of fuch confi- 
dent affertions, but in this be will moft certainly be difap- 
pointed; for his lordfhip, like every great dealer, and every 
little dealer, in infidelity, abounds more with {neers than fenfe, 
and with railing than reafoning. His zeal in the caufe of infi- 
delity has far exceeded his knowledge, and unlefs arrogance is 
taken for argument, and confident affertions for proofs, the 
caufe of deifm hath received no additianal ftrength from any 
thing he has advanced, 

That every man has a natural right of publifhing his reafons 
for rejecting the religion of his country, we readily allow ; and 
efteem it a peculiar happinefs under the prefent government, 
that no perfon needs apprehend any moleftation, on account of 
his particular opinions and fpeculations in matters of religion. 
But tho’ every perfon has undoubtedly this right, yet it is 
furely incumbent upon all to write in a fair, open, and candid 
manner, and not to infult and reproach thofe who differ from 
them, or revile and calumniate any eftablifhed religion what- 
ever. We are forry to fay, that there is too much reafon to 
find fault with our noble author in this refpect ; a circumftance 
which, we apprehend, will not be thought, even by his greateft 
admirers, to do any honour to his character; nor give the 
candid and impartial a favourable opinion of the caufe of infi- 
delity, when fuch arts are employed to fupport it. 

What his lordfhip has faid in regard to revealed religion, 
however, is not the moft exceptionable part of his works. He 
has attacked fome of the doétrines of natural religion itfelf, 
and advances fuch principles as have a manifeft tendency to fet 
men free, in a great meafure, from the reftraint of human as 
well as of divine laws. He plainly denies a particular provi- 
dence, and endeavours to fhew, that the arguments urged in 
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fupport of the doétrine of a future ftate, are abfurd and incon- 
clufive: his opinion is, that providence only regards focieties, 
and that individuals are left to be rewarded and punifhed by 
the magiftrate ; fo that, according to this doétrine, if private 
perfons can elude the laws, they may be as wicked as they 
pleafe. Now tho’ the belief of fuch principles may be very con- 
venient for fome perfons, efpecially for fuch wicked ftatefmen 
and politicians as have power and art fufficient to fkreen 
them from public juftice; yet furely every good man muft 
needs allow, that they have a manifeft tendency to fubvert the 
peace and happinefs of fociety, to damp every generous prin- 
ciple within the human breaft, to debafe and vilify our 
nature, to rob the virtuous of their moft fubftantial comforts, 
and to fet the vicious free from every inward check and re- 
ftraint. Nay further, if the divine government is fuch as lord 
Bolingbroke reprefents it, and if death puts a final period to our 
exiftence, as he plainly intimates in a variety of places, this 
world is a chaos of abfurdity, God a contradiction to 
himfelf, man an empty bubble, made only to be fported with, 
a mere cypher in the creation. 

How the propagating fuch principles as thefe above men- 
tioned, in fuch an age as this, or indeed in any age, can be 
fhewn to be confiftent with the love of virtue, a regard to the 
interefts of one’s country, and of mankind in general, we own 
we cannot fee. Every good man furely, tho’ he had doubts 
and difficulties in regard to the doétrine of a future ftate, 
would be careful not to fpread his opinions, or contribute, in 
any degree, to weaken the believe of it in others; as it will 
be readily acknowledged, that a firm belief of a future ftate of 
rewards and punifhments, is a powertul incentive to virtue 
and reftraint from vice. But indeed we cannot help obferv- 
ing, and it is with concern we doit, that tho’ we cannot but 
admire lord Bolingbroke on many occafions as a writer, we fee 
nothing through the whole of his works to make us efteem or 
love him as a man. He fpeaks, it is true, with great reve- 
sence of the fupreme being, and frequently enforces refignation 
to his providence, and fubmiffion to his will ; but his God differs 
little from the God of Epicurus ; for he takes no cognizance 
of human affairs, neither rewards the virtuous nor punithes 
the guilty. He has eftablifhed general laws indeed, by vir:ue 
of which focieties are happy or miferable, as they are virtuous, 
or the contrary; but as for individuals, they are left entirely 
to the magiftrate. Now will any confiderate man affirm, 
that this is a juft or honourable reprefentation of the divine 
government? Can the idea of a God, and that of a moral 
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governor be feparated? Can he be a moral governor who 
makes no diftinétion between fuch of his reafonable creatures 
as act up to the law of their natures, and thofe who deviate 
from it; under whofe adminiftration the moft enormous crimes 
frequently pafs unpunifhed, and the nobleft efforts of virtue 
without any marks of approbation? ‘The fuppofition is grofly 
abfurd, and highly difhonourable to the character of the all- 
wife governor of the univerfe ; who is the friend of virtue, and 
will, no doubt, make its caufe finally triumph; who is of 
purer eyes than to bebald iniquity, and will certainly punifh the 
impenitent guilty. Ina word, fuch a God as Bolingbroke’s, is, 
toall the purpofes of religion and virtue, much the fame as no 
God at all. 

As his lordfhip’s letter to mr. Pope, annexed to that to fir 
William Windbam, contains a kind of introduétion to thofe 
effays which are now laid before the public, it is unneceflary 
to employ much time in giving a view of the general defign 
ef them. His great aim through the whole, is to check the 
prefumption, and humble the pride of metaphyficians and di- 
vines, to expofe the vanity of much pretended fcience, to fhew 
the abfurdity of pufhing our enquiries beyond the boundaries 
of our knowledge, and how prefumptuous it is for beings of 
fuch fcanty and limited powers to pronounce fo dogmatically, 
as they often do, upon the divine conduct and the methods of 
providence; to point out the rife and progrefs of artificial 
theology ; and in a word (to ufe his own language) to plead 
the caufe of God againft atheifts and divines, for he generally 
joins them together, as the latter defame that Being whofe ex- 
iftence is denied by the former; and the divines he feems to 
think the worft of the two. 

As his lordfhip has taken a wide field, fo he expatiates in it 
with great freedom ; and in juftice to him it muft be acknow- 
ledged, that his obfervations are often juft and ftriking, as 
his manner is fprightly and entertaining: his ftyle, indeed, ts 
in many places loofe and inaccurate, but generally elegant and 
nervous. He has placed in a very clear light the prefumptu- 
ous folly of philofophers and divines both antient and modern, 
when they attempt to found the depths of the divine conduét, 
and, in their airy flights of imagination, to explore thofe regions 
where we have no light to guide us; particularly in his eflay 
concerning the nature, extent, and reality of human know- 
ledge, there are many excellent obfervations, well worthy of 
the attention of every one who would purfue his way fuccefs- 
fully in the wide field of fcience. 
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One thing, however, is very obfervable, and it is this: tho’ 
his lordfhip is at great pains to fhew the weaknefs of the hu- 
man underftanding in general, yet he feems to have been pof- 
fefled of a very high opinion of his own in particular. An 
arrogant and fupercilious. air appears through the whole 
of his works, and from the contemptuous manner in which he 
often treats fome of the greateft names in philofophy, he ap- 
pears to have looked upon himfelf as born to inftruct and en- 
lighten mankind, and to difpel thofe thick mifts of ignorance 
and error, which have fo long overfpread the intellectual and 
moral world. From the profeffed defign of the greateft part 
of his eflays, and his general aim through the whole, . one 
would naturally expect to find a modeft diffidence in his rea~ 
_fonings ; but modefty does not appear to have been in the ca- 
talogue of his virtues: on the contrary, he dogmatizes as 
much, and pronounces as confidently, upon fubjects far beyond 
his reach, as thofe philofophers whom he treats with fo much 
infolence, and whom he honours with the titles of orthodox 
bullies, prefumptuous dogmatifis, audacious fophifts, and the like 
genteel appellations. With fuch a temper and difpofition of 
mind, no wonder his lordfhip entertained prejudices againft 
the Chriftian religion, which requires a very different turn 
from what he appears.to have been poflefled of, in order td 
enter thoroughly into the true genius and fpirit of it, and to 
ftudy in a proper manner the evidences of its divine original. 

Thus much we thought ourfelves obliged to fay in general, 
concerning the work now before us, in order to gratify, in 
fome meafure, the impatience of fuch of our readers as may 
have a ftrong inclination to know fomething of it, tho’ they may 
have no opportunity of feeing, nor defire of purchafing it. In 
fome fubfequent articles, we fhall lay before them fuch extracts 
as will juftify the charaGter we have given, and convince every 
candid and unprejudiced reader, that lord Bolingbroke is net- 
ther fo contiderable as a philofopher, nor fo formidable as an 
infidel, as fome would reprefent him. A 


ArT. xx1. The Laft number of the Adventurer ; being the 140th. 





S we gave our readers the fourth number of this work 

(fee Review, vol. VI. p. 373) with the view of en- 
abling them to judge what they might expec? from the writer, 
fo we fhall now lay before them the concluding number, as 
it contains a juft, and at the fame time a modest, account of 


what 
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what has been done in the courfe of this periodical publication, 
for the entertainment and fervice of the public. 
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‘ When this work was firft planned, it was determined, 
that whatever might be the fuccefs, it fhould not be conti- 
nued asa paper till it became unweildy as a book: for no 
immediate advantage would have induced the Adventurer to 
write what, like a news-paper, was defigned but for a day ; 
and he knew that the pieces of which it would confift, 
might be multiplied till they were thought too numerous to 
collect, and too coftly to purchafe, even by thofe who 
{hould allow them to be excellent in their kind. It was foon 
agreed, that four volumes, when they fhould be printed in 
a pocket-fize, would circulate better than more, and that 
fearce any of the purpofes of publication could be effected 
by lefs: the woe therefore was limited to four volumes, 
and four volumes are now completed. 

‘ A moral writer, of whatever abilities, who labours to re- 
claim thofe to whom vice is become habitual, and who are 
become veterans in infidelity, muft furely labour to little 
purpofe. Vice is a gradual and eafy defcent, where it firft 
deviates from the level of innocence ; but the declivity at 
every pace becomes more fteep, and thofe who defcend, de- 
fcend every moment with greater rapidity. As a moralift, 
therefore, I determined to mark the firft infenfible gradation 
to ill; to caution againft thofe acts which are not generally 
believed to incur guilt, but of which indubitable vice and 
hopelefs mifery, are the natural and almoft neceflary con- 
fequences. 

‘ As I was upon thefe principles to write for the young and 
the gay, for thofe who are entering the path of life, I 
knew that it would be neceflary to amufe the imagination 
while I was approaching the heart; and that I could not 
hope to fix the attention, but by engaging the paffions. I 
have, therefore, fometimes led them into the regions of 
fancy, and fometimes held up before them the mirrour of 
life ; I have concatenated events, rather than deduced con- 
fequences by logical reafoning; and have exhibited fcenes of 
profperity and diftrefs, as more forcibly perfuafive than the 
rhetoric of declamation. 

‘ In the ftory of Aelia, I have endeavoured to reprefs 
romantic hopes, by which the reward of laborious induftry 
is defpifed; and have founded affluence and honour upon an 
act of generous integrity, to which few would have thought 
themfelves obliged. In the life of Opfnous, I have fhewn 
the danger of the firft {peculative defection, and endeavoured 
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to demonftrate the neceflary dependance of virtue upon reli- 
gion. Amurath’s fir advance to crueity, was ftriking a 
. The wretchednels of Hafan was produced merely by 
the want of pofitive virtue; and that of Adirza by the foli- 
tarinefs of his devotion. The diftrefs of lady Freeman arifes 
from a common and allowed deviation from truth; and in 
the two papers upon marriage, the importance of minute 
particulars is illuftrated and difplayed. With this clue the 
reader will be able to difcover the fame defign in almoft 
every paper that | have written, which may eafily be known 
from the reft, by baving no fignature at the bottom. Among 
thefe, however, numb. 47. was the gift of a friend; fe 
were the firft hints on which J wrote the ftory of Eugenio, 
and the letter figned Tim Cogdie. 
¢ I did not, however, undertake to execute this fcheme 
alone ; not only becaufe I wanted fufficient leifure, but be- 
caufe fome degree of famenefs is produced by the peculia- 
rities of every writer; and it was thought, that the concep- 
tions and expreflion of another, whofe pieces fhould have 
@ general coincidence with mine, would produce variety, 
and by increafing entertainment facilitate infruction. 
© With this view, the pieces that appear in the beginnirtg of 
the work, figned A, were procured; but this refource foon 
failing, I was obliged to carry on the publication alone, ex- 
cept fome cafual fupplies, till I obtained from the gentlemen 
who have diftinguifhed their pieces by the letters T and Z + 
fuch affiftance as I moft wifhed. Of their views and ex- 
pectations, fome account has been already given in number 
137, and number 139. But there is one particular, in 
which the critical pieces concur in the general defign of this 
paper, which has not been mentioned: thofe who can judge 
of literary excellence, will eafily difcever the facred writ- 
ings to have a-divine origin by their manifeft fuperiority ; 
he, therefore, who difplays the beauties and defects of a 
claffic author, whether antient or modern, puts into the 
hands of thofe to whom he communicates critical knowledge, 


* a new teflimonial of the truth of Chriffianity. 


c 


© Befides the affiftance of thefe gentlemen, | have received 
fome voluntary contributions, which would have done ho- 


* nour to any collection: the allegorical letter from Night, 
‘ figned S; the ftory of Fidelia, in three papers, figned Y ; 


+ The pieces figned Z are by the rev. mr. Warton, whofe tranf- 


lation of Virgil's paflorals and Georgics would alone fufficiently dif- 
tinguifh him as a genius and a {cholar. 
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© the letter figned Tim Wildgoofe; and number 90, marked 
© with an &c. were fent by unknown hands. 

* But whatever was the defign to which | dire&ted my part 
of this work, I will not pretend, that the view with which 
I undertook it was wholly difinterefted; or that I would 
have engaged in a periodical paper, if I had not confidered, 
that tho’ it would not require deep refearches and abftraéted 
fpeculation, yet it would admit much of that novelty which 
nature can now fupply, and afford me opportunity to excel, 
if I pofleffed the power ; as the pencil of a mafter is as eafily 
diftinguifhed in ftill life, as in a Hercules or a Venus, a land- 
{cape or a battle. I confefs, that to this work I was in- 
cited, not only by a defire to propagate virtue, but to gratify 
myfelf; nor has the private wifh, which was involved in 
the public, been difappointed. I have no caufe to com- 
plain, that the Adventurer has been injurioufly neglected ; 
or that I have been denied that praife, the hope of which 
animated my labour, and cheared my wearinefs: I have 
been pleafed, in proportion as I have been known in this 
character ; and as the fears in which I made the firft expe- 
riment are paft, I have fubfcribed this paper with my name. 
But the hour is hafting, in which, whatever praife or cen- 
fure I have acquired by thefe compofitions, if they are re- 
membered at all, will be remembered with equal indifference, 
and the tenour of them only will afford me comfort. Time, 
who is impatient to date my laft paper, will fhortly moulder 
the hand that is now writing it in the duft, and ftill the 
breaft that now throbs at the refletion: but let not this be 
read as fomething that relates only to another; for a few 
years only can divide the eve that is now reading, from the 
hand that has written. This awful truth, however obvious, 
* and however reiterated, is yet frequently forgotten ; for, 
‘ furely, if we did not lofe our remembrance, or at leaft our 
¢ fenfibility, that view would always predominate in our lives, 
« which alone can afford us comfort when we die. 


Bromley, in Kent, © ‘Fohn Hawkefworth.’ 
March 8. 1754. 
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The edition of thefe papers, in four pocket volumes, will 
be publifhed on the sth of “pril. 2 
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Art. xxit. 4n effimate of the profit and bfs of religion, per- 
fonally and publickly fated. Illuftrated with references to 
Effays on morality and natural religion. 8vo. 5s. Edinburgh 
printed; and fold by A. Millar. 


T were greatly to be wifhed, that all who employ their pens 
I in defence of natural and revealed religion, would write like 
gentlemen, and treat their adverfaries with decency and good 
manners ; then might they juftly expect to meet with a fa- 
vourable reception from the public, and if they could not al- 
ways be admired, would feldom fail of being refpected. If 
low raillery and abufe are unbecoming upon every occafion, as 
they certainly are, and below the character of a genteel wri- 
ter, they muft furely be fo in a very high degree, when made 
ufe of by the advocate for religion and virtue; for whatever 
pleafure they may afford him who employs them, they always 
difguft the candid and difcerning reader, and if at any time 
they excite a laugh, it is generally at the expence of the 
author. 

It is with concern we muft obferve, that the author of the 
performance now under our confideration, does not feem to 
have attended to this. He appears, indeed, to be a fenfible 
writer, -but few of his readers, we apprehend, will look upon 
him as a genteel one: he deals too much in what we call dry 
jokes, and frequently treats the author of the e/fays on morality, 
Fc. againft whom great part of his work is levelled, in an 
unhandfome manner, to fay nothing worfe. His defign is to 
fupport the arguments for the being and providence of God 
again{ft fome modern exceptions, and to make an eftimate of 
the profit and lofs of religion, both in regard to focieties and 
individuals. 

His performance is divided into eleven feétions, in the fir 
of which he treats of rational and fenfitive philofophy, and is 
very angry at the frequent ufe of the following words, viz. 
Maral fenje, impreffion, fentiment, feeling, and the light within. 
The word feeling, in particular, difpleafes him highly, and he 
owns, that the frequent repetition and mifapplication of it, hath 
raifed fuch a difguft and averfion in his mind, that he believes 
he fhall never be able to bear it in any phiiofophical difquifi- 
tion. ‘The underftanding, he tells us, is exerted in three ope- 
rations, wz. Perception, judgment, and ratiocination, and be 
defies the author of the e/fays, whom he calls Sophe, to finda 
place in it for fentiment, feeling, and the light within, dif- 
tint from all, or any of thefe operations. After endeavour- 
ing, in a manner not very philofophica!, to vindicate the rights 
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of reafon, and to exclude feeling and fentiment, from morals, 
he clofes this fe&tion in the following manner. 

‘ From what I have faid, it is evident, that Sopho and his 
© affiftant, David Hume, efg; do decline reafon as judge of 
* truth and right; and confequently exclude that faculty of 
© the human foul from the conduét and government of life. 

‘ And it follows, fecondly, that reafon, they themfelves 
being judges, is not on their fide of the queftion ; for they 
would never defpife any power or faculty from which their 
caufe received ftrength, becaufe that were to undervalue their 
own parts and abilities. 

‘ Thirdly, It isto be feen, that notwithftanding their con- 
tempt of reafon, they cannot forbear making ufe of it, and 
that in fupport of feeling, fentiment, and the light within, 
as if reafon only ferved to deftroy itfelf; or that, without 
its affiftance, they could not eftablifh their fyftem of fenfitive 
philofophy. 

‘ And fourthly, if reafon ftands its ground, and keeps its 
place, to the exclufion of feeling and fenfation, fentiment 
and paffion, calm or tempeftuous, (and I have fufficient 
evidence that it doth, and will do, while man is a reafon- 
able animal) then Sopho’s performance will plainly appear to 
contain naked and undifguifed atheifm. Feeling is ‘his only 
fhift and fhelter ; the only way to evade the offence that ir- 
religion muft give to a religious government. Break down 
this blind, and then all that it covers is eafily feen. That 
feeling is a word without meaning, I have made appear ; and 
in what I have further to fay, it thall pafs for nothing.’ 

In the fecond feétion he is an advocate for free agency, 


“enn @ 
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‘againft the author of the e/fays, &%c. who has advanced fome 


{trange and ridiculous notions, indeed, in regard to liberty 
and neceffity. In the third he confiders fome of. Bayle’s 
opinions, and makes fome general obfervations upon atheifm 
and religicn: in the fourth he endeavours to fhew, againft 
the author of the e/fays, that there is no obligation to 
virtue, abftracted from the will of God. He diftinguifhes be- 
twixt a rude and a/aw: there is in every good action, he fays, 
a fitnefs, congruity, and eligibility, fufficient to give it the 


preference before its contrary; this fitnefs, however, we are 
told, is only a rule, which we may either follow or forfake, 


jt as it agrees with our purpofes and defigns ; but is not ful- 


‘ficient to found uncontroulable authority upon, and to give it 


abfolute command over our conduct. - According to him, ous 
ka wledge of right and wrong, abftracting from divine au- 
thority, is no more than a rule; .and the departing from this 

rule 
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rule only an unreafonable, fhameful, and fenfelefs, but not a 
finful aétion. 

{n the fifth fe&tion he fhews the abfurdity of the notion ofa 
deceitful feeling of liberty, advanced by the author of the 
effays. This fection he clofes thus: ‘ Naturalifts obferve fome 
productions in the material world, that refemble others in 
every thing, except in their being ufeful in the fame man- 
ner with thofe of the fame form and fhape; and-thefe they 
call dufus nature. In every thing Sopbo refembles a reafon- 
able and a free agent, capable of being a:fubject of moral go- 
vernment; but he renounces reafon, he difclaims freedom of 
aéting, he divefts himfelf of all capacity of doing good or 
evil, and of merit or demerit, of the approbation or difap- 
probation of God, of men, or of his own confcience. From 
all which it follows, totake his own word, that he is a mere 
lufas nature, in the moral world: and as fuch he is a meaner 
being than a beaft. Their perfe&tions and properties, fuch 
as they are, are real; but his are falfe and counterfeit. Thus 
in:him, nature is fo far degraded, that, inftead of being proud, 
he hath reafon to be afhamed, that he is a man.’ 

The fixth fection he introduces thus :—‘ The fenfitive phi- 
lofophers have left the fenfe of {melling.to be intellectualized 
by the firft that pleafes: asa dere/ié?um, I take pofleffion of it, 
and claim the right of primary ocupation. And by thehelp 
of my mental nofe, I find, the more I examine Sopho’s eflays, 
the hotter and ranker the fcent of atheifm grows.’ 

He now proceeds, in this and the feventh feétions, to examine 
what the author of the e//ays has faid, in regard to the argu- 
ments, @ priori, for the exiftence of the.deity; and in the 
eighth, to clear a foundation for what he advances upon the 
profit and lofs of religion, he is at fome pains to fhew, that 
principles have an influence upon pra€tice. 

In the ‘ninth fection, he examines whether religion or 
atheifm is moft fubfervient to perfonal happinefs, and fhews 
with great clearnefs and ftrength of reafoning, that the per- 
fonal advantages are on the fide of religion. in the tenth, he 
confiders the public advantages and diladvantages of religion, 
and the feveral propofals made by atheifts fer fupporting fo- 
ciety without it. He fhews, that good laws well executed, 
a principle of honour, the perfonal intereft and happinefs of 
every particular member, the natural rectitude of virtue, and 
the effeniial difference betwixt moral good and moral evil, 
will not anfwer the end; that thefe may occafionally ferve as 
additional inducements to the praétice of focial virtues, but 
that none of them, nor all of them put togcther, can make 
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up a folid foundation for every duty incumbent upon us, as 
we are reafonable and focial beings; and that, without reli- 
gion, we muft fometimes act an undutiful, unfocial, and un- 
natural part. . 
In the laft feétion he endeavours to fhew, that the utility 
and neceflity of religion, is a demonftration of its truth. 
When, to the advantage of religion,’ fays he, ‘ we add the 
neceffity of it to the happinefs of men in their perfonal, and 
in their focial capacity, it is a demonftration of its truth. 
If we cannot be happy, either fingly or focially, without 
religion; and if our rational make and conftitution is adapt- 
ed for happinefs, and if happinefs is the ultimate and natu- 
ral end of all our endeavours and doings, then religion is as 
neceflary and natural for the rational, as eating and drink- 
ing is for the animal, life of man.—This reafoning hath 
ferved me, for fome years, as a demonftration of the truth 
of religion; and, during all the time, nothing hath occurred 
to me that can weaken it.’ 
Towards the conclufion of his work he appears to be fen- 
fible of not having treated his adverfaries in a manner altoge- 
‘ther genteel ; and accordingly he acknowledges it in the fol- 
lowing words, with which we fhall clofe this article, having 
faid enough to give our readers a general idea of the author’s 
performance, and his manner of writing, which is all we 
thought neceflary. 
« When an architeét is troubled with hindrances induftri- 
© oufly put in his way, he is apt to lofe fomething of his tem- 
‘ per and good humour. This I acknowledge hath been my 
‘ cafe. I fhould have willingly treated the authors I difter 
‘ from with great refpect: but, as one cannot forbear to laugh 
¢ at a good jeft, no more can I abftain from treating blunders 
_ © and contradi@tions with contempt. And when this happens 
© in matters of the higheft moment to mankind, my contempt 
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is apt to rife to indignation. Such is the fubjeét I have 
been writing upon. And yeta fingle exprefiion contrary to 
the rules of good breeding, will be efteemed by fome polite 
readers a greater fault than a tranfgreflion of the laws of 
God and man; tho’ they are more obliged to know and 
obey thefe laws, than I am to know and follow the variable 
forms of delicacy and decoration in writing controverfy.’ 
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Arr. xx1ir. The general hiftory and flate of Europe, from the 
time of Charlemain to Charles V. With a preliminary view 
of the oriental empires. Written originally in French ly M. 


de Voltaire. 8vo. 5s. Nourfe. 


Y fome advertifements in the foreign prints, it appears, 
that m. de Voltaire has difclaimed the work now before 
us, which was printed abroad under his name; on the fup- 
pofed authority whereof, it has been tranflated into Engli/h : 
but whoever may be the real author, he has given a clear and 
diftinét view of the hiftory of that period to which he confines 
himfelf, as far as the nature of his defign will admit. His re- 
flections, tho’ few, are pertinent, and fuch as naturally arife from 
the narration. Tho’ he purpofely avoids entering into details, 
he throws no inconfiderable light upon the times of which 
he writes, and the principal characters that appeared in them. 
He has particularly traced the origin of the papal power, and 
fhewn in what manner the popes, from being Chri/tian prietts, 
became temporal lords, and eftablifhed fo vaft an authority. 
Our readers will not expeét an abridgment of an abridg- 
ment. We fhall therefore content ourfelves with laying be- 
fore them our author’s account of the empire of China, with 
which he introduces his work, and which we hope will be ac- 
ceptable. The chronology of the Chinefe, we are told, is 
fupported by the moft authentic teftimonies, and afcends un- 
interruptedly 230 years beyond the famous eclipfe, calculated 
2155 years before our vulgar zra, fo high as the emperor 
Hias, an able mathematician for that time, who took fome 
pains himfelf to corre& their aftronomy, and who, during a 
reign of about eighty years, made it his ftudy to promote the 
knowledge and happinefs of mankind. His name, our author 
fays, is {till in veneration in China, as in Europe we venerate 
the names of the Titu/es, the Trajans, and the Antoninufes. 
* Before the reign of this great prince, continues the author, 
we meet with fix kings his predeceflors, but the length of 
their reigns is uncertain. Where chronology is thus filent, 
the beft way, in my opinion, is to have recourfe to Sir J/aac 
Newton’s rule, who having compofed a common year for 
the time which the princes of different countries reigned, 
reduces each reign to twenty-two years, or thereabouts. 
Purfuant to this calculation, which, as molt moderate, 
feems moft reafonable, thofe fix kings muft have reigned 
very near 130 years: and this is far more agreeable to the 
order and courfe of nature, than the 250 years, for example, 
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attributed to the feven kings of Rome, and than fo many 
other calculations contradicted by the experience of all ages. 
© The firft of thofe kings reigned therefore twenty-five cen- 
turies at leaft before our vulgar ara, at the time when the 
Babylonians had already a feries of aftronomical obferva- 
tions; and then China was fubjeét to one fovereign. The 
union of its fifteen’ kingdoms under one head, fhews that 
long before that time this country was very populous, po- 
licied, and divided into many fovereignties; for a great 
empire is never formed but out of feveral petty ftates, this 
being the work of time, policy, and courage. 
© China was in the reign of Charlemain, and long, before, 
what it is to this day, even more populous than _extenfive, 
The laft regifter that we know of, made in the fifteen pro- 
vinces that compofe China properly fo called, amounts to 
near fixty millions of men able to bear arms, without in- 
cluding either the veteran troops, the old men above fixty, 
nor the young men "under twenty, nor the mandarins, nor 
the multitude of literate men, nor the bonzes, and much 
lefs the women, whofe number in all countries equals that 
of the men within a 13th or 14th part, according to the ob- 
fervations of thofe who have made the exacteft calculations 
of what relates to the human fpecies. By this reckoning it 
feems impoffible there fhould be lefs than 130 millions of 
inkabitants in Cina. Probably there are not more in Zu- 
rope, computing twenty millions (which is the outfide) in 
France, twenty-five in Germany, and the reft in proportion, 
© We muft not therefore be furprifed, that the cities of 
China are immenfely large; that Peguin, the new capital of 
the empire, is above fix great leagues in circumference, and 
contains about four millions of inhabitants; that Nanguin, 
the ancient metropolis, had formerly a greater number ; 
and thata fimple borough, called Quienzeng, where they 
manufacture their porcelain, contains about a million of 
pu. 

¢ The forces of this empire, according to the relation of 
the moft intelligent perfons that ever travelled, confift in a 
militia of about 800,000 foldiers well maintained ; 5 70,000 
horfes are fed in the emperor's ftables or pafture grounds, 
for mounting the troopers and officers, for the court-jour- 
neys, and for public couriers. Several miflionarics, whom 
the emperor Cang-4i, from his love of the fciences, had in 
thefe later times about his perfon, affirm, that they attended 
him in thofe magnificent huating-expeditions towards Great 
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© Tartary, in which 100,000 horfe and 60,000 foot marched 
regularly in order of battle. AT. ; 
‘© The Chine/e towns had never any other fortifications than 
fuch as good fenfe pointed out to all nations, before 
the ufe of artillery, namely, a ditch, a rampart, a ftrong 
wall, and towers; and, even fince the Chine/e have made 
ufe of cannon, they have not followed the model of our 
fortrefles: but whereas other nations fortify their towns, 
thefe people have fortified their empire. The great wall 
which feparated and defended China againft the Tartars, and 
which was built 137 years before our zra, fubfiits to this 
day. It is 500 leagues in circumference, rifing on the tops 
of mountains, and defcending down into precipices, being 
almoft every where twenty feet broad, and above thirty feet | 
high : a monument fuperior to the pyramids of Egypt, both 
by its utility and dimenfions. f 
© Yet this rampart did not hinder the Zartars from making i 
a proper ufe of the divifions of the Chinefe, conquering | 
that empire ; but this revolution made no change in thei ! 
conftitution of government. ‘The country of the conr 

querors is become part of the conquered ftate; and the 

Mantchoux Tartars, now matters of China, have only fub- 

mitted with fword in hand to the laws of the country | 
whofe throne they invaded. 

© The emperor’s ordinary revenue, according to the mof 

probable calculations, amounts to 200 millions of ounces of 

filver. Here it is proper to obferve, that the ounce of fil- 

ver is not worth 100 French fous intrinfic value, as the. hi- 

{tory of China afferts ; for there is no fuch thing as in- 

trinfic numerical value: but taking our filver mark at 50 

livres, as reckoned in France, this fum amounts to 1250 

millions of French money in 1740. I mention this date, 

for this arbitrary value has but too greatly changed, and per- 

haps will change ftill in this kingdom. This is a point ‘ 
which feveral writers, who are better acquainted with books 

than public afiairs, do not feem fufficiently to attend to ; 

and hence it is, that they are frequently fo defective in their ; 
valuation of foreign coins. ' 
‘ They had gold and. filver coin long before the dari¢s | 
were ftruck in Perfia. The emperor Cang-hi had col- 
lected a feries of 3000 of thefe coins, among which there 
were feveral ftruck in nadia, another proof of the anti- 
quity of the arts in 4fa. But gold for: this long time has 
ceafed to be a common meafure in China, having become.a 
merchandife as in Hil/and; neither do they coin any filyer, 
y% O 4 © but 
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but fettle the value of this metal by the weight and ftan- 
dard. They coin nothing but copper, which alone has an 
arbitrary value in this country. In difficult times the go- 
vernment has made ufe of a paper-currency, as fince has 
been practifed by feveral ftates in Europe; but they never 
had any fuch thing as public banks, which by multiplying 
the credit of a nation increafe its riches. 

¢ This country, fo greatly favoured by nature, produces 
all the different forts of fruits that grow in Europe, and of a 
great many others which we are ftrangers to. The earth 
is covered with wheat, rice, vines, pulfe, and trees of 
every kind; but the inhabitants never make any wine, be- 
ing fatisfied with a liquor of fufficient ftrength, which they 
extract from rice. 

‘ That precious infect which produces filk, is originally 
from China, from whence it was not imported into Perfa 
till very late, together with the art of making ftuffs of the 
down, in which it is inveloped. Thefe ftuffs were fo very 
fearce even in Fu/finian’s time, that filk was fold in Eu- 
rope for its weight in gold. 

‘ The Chinefe have had a paper-manufacture time imme- 
morial: the paper is exceeding white and fine, and made 
of the ftrings of boiled bamboo. We cannot tell when firft 
their porcelain was invented, nor:that beautiful varnifh 
which we begin now to imitate and to rival in Europe. 

‘ They have had glafs-manufaétures thefe 2000 years, but 
their glafs is not fo fine nor fo tranfparent as ours. 

‘ They invented printing in Fulius Cefar’s time. It is 
well known, that their method of printing is by engraving 
on wooden blocks, in the manner as was firft practifed by 
Laurence Cofter at Harlem in the fifteenth century. The 
art of ftamping characters on wood is more improved in 
China; but fuch is their attachment to their ancient cuf- 
toms, that thev have not yet adopted our method of ufing 
moveable and fount types, tho’ greatly fuperior to theirs. — 

‘ They had a fort of mufic, but fo rude and imperfect, that 
they did not fo much as underftand the femitones. 

‘ They have been ufed to bells from the yery earlieft times. 
They have cultivated chemiftry, tho’ they never made any 
great improvements in natural philofophy: they had in- 
vented gun- powder ; but they made no ufe of it, except at 
feftivals, in the exhibiting of fire-works, in which they 
furpafs other nations: It was the Portugue/e that firft taught 
them the ufe of artillery, and the Jefuits that learned them 
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themfelves by the invention of thefe deftructive inftruments, 
yet this is not owing to their virtue, fince they have never- 
thelefs been ufed to war. 

‘ As to geometry, they never carried it beyond the firft 
elements; but they have gone farther in their aftronomy, 
becaufe it is a fcience depending on ocular obfervation, and 
the fruit of patience. “They were affiduous obfervers of the 
heavens, remarked all the phenomena, and tranfmitted 
them to pofterity. They divided after our manner the an~ 
nual courfe of the fun into 365 parts, and had a confufed 
knowledge of the preceffion of the equinoxes and folftices. 
And what is moft worthy of obfervation is, that time imme- 
morially they have divided their months into weeks of {e- 
ven days. 

‘ They fhew to this: very day the inftruments which one 
of their celebrated .aftronomers made ufe of a thoufand years 
before our era, ina city which ranks only in the third or- 
der of that empire. 

© In Nanquin, the ancient capital, they have preferved a 
brazen globe, larger than three men can furround in their 
embrace. It ftands on a cube of brafs, which they open, 
to let in a man who turns the globe round, and on it are 
drawn the meridians and parallels. 

© Pequin has an obfervatory full of aftrolables and armilla 
fpheres, inferior indeed to our inftruments for exaétnefs, 
but yet fufficient proofs of the fuperiority ef the Chinefe over 
the other nations of A/a. 

¢ They were acquainted with the compafs, but did not un- 
derftand its right ufe in dire€ting navigators. For as they 
inhabited a land that abounds with every thing, they had no 
need like us to circumnavigate the globe, but always failed 
clofe. to their own coafts. The compafs, as well as gun- 
powder, was only a matter of curiofity in refpeét to them ; 
nor indeed had they any occafion to regret the want of fuch 
improvements. 

‘ It is furprifing that they fhould have been fo early ac- 
quainted with, and yet fo little improved in aftronomy and 
the other fciences: but what is lefs furprifing is, that thefe 
people have always blended their errors in judicial aftrology 
with the ftuth of their celeftial obfervations. 

‘ This has been a fuperftitron adopted fometime or other 
by all mankind; nor is it long fince we have recovered 
from it ourfelves, fuch is the pronenefs of human nature to 
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“ If any one was to inguire how it came to pafs, that this 
nation fhould, during an uninterrupted fucceffion of ages, 
have cultivated the arts and fciences, and yet have made fo 
{mall a progrefs in them, perhaps two reafons may be af- 
figned; one is the great refpect they have for whatever 
has been tranfmitted to them by their anceftors, and which 
makes them look upon every thing as perfe&t that bears the 
ftamp of antiquity; the other is the nature of their lan- 
guage, the firlt principle of all human knowledge. 
‘ The art of communicating our ideas in writing, which 
fhould be a plain, eafy method, is with them a thing of the 
greateft difficulty. Every-word has a different charaCer. 
Thus, in Ching, a earned man is he who knows moft of 
thofe characters, infomuch that a great many arrive at old 
age before they know to write well. 
© What they feem to underftand beft, and to have moft 
improved, is morality and the laws. The refpect which 
children bear to their parents, is the foundation of the Cdi- 
nefe government. Paternal authority is fo ftrongly fup- 
ported among them, that a fon cannot go to law with his 
father, but by the confent of all his relations, friends, and 
of the magiftrates. The literate mandarins are contidered 
as fathers of the towns and provinces, and the king as father 
of the empire: this principle ingrafted in their breafts, has 
formed this vaft empire into a fingle family. 
¢ Human nature is addiCled there, as in other countries, to 
vice, but more reftrained by the laws. , 
‘ Since the year 1637 before Chrift, all the poor old people 
are maintained throughout this vaft empire at the expence 
of the government. But how {hall we reconcile this admi- 
rable regulation in favour of the old and decrepit, with that 
negle&t which the Chinefe feem to have for infants? It is 
faid that they have no orphan-houfes or foundling-hofpitals, 
and that it is a common practice with them to expofe their 
children. If thus it be, ther government, tho’ more per- 
fect than ours in certain refpects, isin others vaftly inferior ; 
and in China, as in every other nation, human nature is a 
heap of contradictions. 
* By means of the continual ceremonies with which fociety 
is incumbered in thiscountry, and which nothing but friend- 
fhip and domettic familiarity can prevail upon them to dif. 
penfe with, they have eftablifhed throughout the empire a 
certain modefty and decorum, which foftens and tempers 
their manners. This gentlenefs and civility reaches even 
to the lowelt clafs of people; for the miMionaries inform 
© us, 
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us, that even in the public market-places, in the midf of 
the hurry and confvfion of carsiages, which oceafions fuch 
barbarous vociferations and horrid imprecations in our parts 
of the warld, they have often feen the peafants fall upon 
their knees, and afk one another pardon for the trouble 
which they accufed themfelves of having occafioned, and 
then aflift each other with fuch coolnefs of temper as in- 
deed greatly helps to difembarrafs them. 

‘ In other countries the Jaws inflict punifhments on criminal 
ations ; in China they do more, they reward virtue. If 
the fame of a generous and fignal ation is fpread in a 
province, the mandarin is obliged to acquaint the emperor, 
who prefently fends a badge of honour to the perfon who 
has fo well deferved it. This morality, and this fubmif- 
fion to the laws, joined to the worfhip of a fupreme Being, 
conftitute the religion of China, as profefled by the emperor 
and the men of literature. 

‘ The emperor has been high pontiff time immemorial. 
It is he who facrifices to the fupreme ruler of heaven and 
earth: he is confidered alfo as the firft philofopher and 
firft preacher in the empire; and his edicts are generally in- 
ftructions, which would excite men to virtue, if they were 
not too much ufed to his le&tures ; but now, thefe are looked 
upon only as a matter of form. ' 
© Confut/ee, whom we call Confucius, and who flourifhed 
2300 years ago, a little before Pythagsras, was the founder 
of this religion, which confifts in being juft and benefi- 
cent. He taught and practifed it, both in a ftate of gran- 
deur and in obfcurity ; one while firft minifter to a king, 
who was tributary to the emperor, then an exile, and redus 
ced to extreme poverty. In his lifetime he had five thou- 
fand difciples; and, after his death, his doGrine was em+ 
braced by the emperors; the colaos, that is, the manda+ 
rins ; the men of literature, that is, the gentlemen of the 
long robe; and in fine, by all but the common people. 
His family is ftill exifting, and in a country where there is 
no other tithe of nobility, but that derived from a€tual fer- 
vices done their country. It is diftinguifhed from all other 
families in memory of its founder. In regard to himfelf, he 
has no divine honours paid him, thefe being due to the Deity 
alone; but he has fuch as a man deferves who has giveri 
the pureft ideas that human nature, unaffifted by revela- 
tion, can form of the fupreme Being. 
© Alictle before his time, Lackium had introduced a feé& 
that belicve in wicked fpirits, inchantments, and witch- 
craft 
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crafts: another fect like that of Epicurus was received, tho’ 
with fome oppofition, in China, 500 years before the birth 
of Chrif?. But, in the firft century of our era, this country 
was over-run by the fuperftition of the bonzes, who brought 
from Jndia the idol Fo or De Foe, which is worfhipped un- 
der different names by the Tartars and fapanefe. The ado- 
ration they pay it is moft ridiculous, and beft adapted to the 
ftupid vuigar. This religion, which had its firft rife in 
India almoft 1000 years before Chri/?, has infe&ted all orien- 
tal Afia. This is the god which the bonzes preach in 
China, the talapoins in Siam, and the lamas in Tartary. | 
It is in his name they promife immortal life, and that thou- 
fands of bonzes confecrate their days to fuch penitential ex- 
ercifes as are fhocking to human nature: fome fpend their 
whole life naked and fettered, others wear an iron collar, 
which bends their bodies double, and holds their faces down 
to the ground. They punifh themfelves in order to gain 
refpeét : they are feduced, and they want to feduce; their 
fanaticifm is fubdivided im infinitum, they are fuppofed to 
expel devils, and to work miracles, and they fell their ab- 
folutions to the people. This feét now and then impofes on 
fome mandarins of vulgar capacity, who fhave their heads 
after the manner of the bonzes, in order to acquire their 
perfections. 

‘ It is thefe bonzes that in Zartary have the dailama or 
dalaylama for their chief, a living idol, to whom they pay 
divine worlhip ; and this perhaps is the higheft pitch of hu- 
man fuperftition. 

‘ This dailama, the fucceflor and vicegerent of the god Fo, 
is f{uppofed to be immortal. ‘The prietts always train up a 
young lama, who is intended to be the fecret fucceflor of 
the dailama, and takes his place as foon as he whom the 
people believe immortal is dead. ‘The Tartar princes never 
fpeak to him but upon their knees, and he ultimately de- | 
cides the feveral points on which the lamas are divided. 
In fine, he has for fome time paft made himfelf mafter of 

Tibet, that lies weft of China : the emperor alfo receives his 

ambafladors, and fends an embafly in return with confider- 

able prefents. 

© Thefe fects are tolerated in China for the ufe of the vul- 

gar, as a coarfe fort of food proper for their nourifhment ; 

while the magiftrates and the learned, who are in every re- 

fpeét feparated from.the common people, feed on a purer 

fubftance. Yet Confucius was greatly concerned at this 
multitude of errors: hence, in one of his books, he fays, 
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How comes it that the ignorant populace are guilty of more 
crimes than the learned 2? It is becaufe the populace are go- 
verned by the bonzes. And for this reafon one of their wifeft 
emperors, whofe name was Taitfon, the head of the laft im- 
perial family of China, publifhed an edict towards the year 
1379, that neither men nor women fhould enter them- 
felves among the bonzes till they were forty yedrs old; a 
law which Peter the Great eftablifhed in our days in thofe 
vaft territories bordering on China : however this regulation 
was not of long continuance, neither in China nor in 
Ruffia. 
‘ A great many of the learned are indeed fallen into the 
error of materialifm, but this has not altered their. moral 
doGtrine. They fay that virtue is fo neceflary to mankind, 
and fo amiable in itfelf, that they have no occafion for any 
other direction to follow it. 
‘ Some pretend that the Chriffian religion was known ia 
China towards the eight century, in the time of Charle- 
main. It is affirmed that our miffionaries have found in the 
province of Kin/hi an infcription in Syriac and Chinefe cha- 
raters. This monument, which the reader may fee at 
length in Kircher, mentions, that a bifhop, named Olopuen, fet 
out from ‘fudea, in the year of our zra 636, to preach the 
gofpel; that as foon as he arrived in the fuburbs of the im- 
perial city, the emperor fent a calao to attend him, and 
built a Chriftian church for his ufe, &c. 
© The date of the infcription is in the year 782, according 
to the hiftory of China publifhed by the Jefuits. 
‘ This monument is one of thofe pious frauds, which have 
not been looked upon in fo bad a light as they deferve. 
Does not the name Olopuen, which is certainly Spani/h, 
render the infcription very fufpicious, efpecially ina country 
where ftrangers were forbidden on pain of death to pafs the 
frontiers? And befides, does not the very date carry along 
with it the charaéter of impofture ? 
‘ The priefts and bifhops of ‘Ferufalem did not compute 
their years in the feventh century, as they are computed in 
this infcription. ‘The vulgar era of Dionyfius Exiguus is 
not received among the eaftern nations; nor did they begin 
to ufe it in the weft, till towards the reign of Charlemain. 
Befides, how could this Olopuen, immediately upon his ar- 
rival, make himfelf underftood in a language which can 
hardly be learned in ten years? And is it credible, that the 
emperor fhould inftantly caufe a Chri/tian church to be 
built, in order to oblige a ftranger, who muft have made 
© ufe 
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© ule of an interpreter, to give them an impetfett idea of fo 
€ new a religion? It is therefore highly probable, that in 
© Charlemain’s time, Chriftianity was abfolutely unknown in 
© China. 

‘ I thall defer entering into any confideration of Siam, ‘Fa- 
© pan, and all that traé&t of country fituated to the eaft and 
© welt of China, till I come to that period of time, in which 
© the Europeans, by their induftry, opened to themfelves an 
© eafy paflage to the furtheft extremity of our hemifphere.’ 
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Wherein are occafionally expofed the fallacies of two pamphlets, 
intitled, Confiderations on the Jate bill, &c. and, Obferva- 


tions relative to the late bill for paying off the refidue of 
the national debt. 8vo. rs, Butler.” 


HE ‘pamphlets in this lift are wholly relative (as the 

§ titles have dlready informed the reader) to the reigning 
diflentions in the kingdotn of Jre/and ; which have of late en- 
gaged not a little ef the converfation in England. ‘Tho’ it is 
foreign to our defign, to attempt a determination of the 
merits of thefe difputes, yet, as it is poffible fome of our 
readers may not have had any opportunity of in form- 
ing themfelves of the arguments that have been advanced 
by each party, in fapport of theit refpeCtive politics, a curfory 
view of them may not be unpleafing. 

I. The firft of thefe performances begins with a fhort hif- 
torical account of the feveral efforts the natives of /re/and have 
made, from time to time, to render themfelves independent 
of England, with the confequences of thofé attempts. —* Dean 
© Swift,’ this author obferves, * was the firft, fince the revo- 
lution, that fet up the notion of independency, and raifed 2 
great deal of ill blood, by artfully perfuading the multitude, 
that Ireland had a different intereft from England, and ought 
to be independent. 

‘ He took the opportanity of Wocd’s half-pence, and blew 

up a general flame; and tho’ the blaze was foon over, yet 
there ftill remains fire under the afhes, that breaks out upon 
every occafion. Sometimes it breaks out in the fhape of 
trade; they attempt to rival the Englifband Scots in every 
produce and manufa@ture. They even give premiums for 
improving many things that interfere with this country’: 
in hops, for example, upon which Kent, Surry, Worcefter- 
faire, and Nottingham, greatly depend. They attempt alfo 
the filk manufacture, by which fo many thoufands are main- 
tained near Spittlefields, and in Darby, whe muft perihh if 
they are underworked; and that they muft be by people who 

hardly pay any taxes, while workers in England labour un- 
der the weight of heavy ones, contraéted for the defence of 
thofe very people who rival them. But above all, the moft 
indifcreet, is interfering with the cloathing trade, and giv- 
ing rewards for making fine woollen goods, and thereby 
{triving to take away from this country their ftaple commo- 
dity; which, if accomplifhed, would not only leffen the 

wealth of this country, but would oceafion the ftarving of 

many hundreds of thoufands of people. Thefe things were 
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* firft fet on foot by Swift and his patron Bolingbroke, witki 
* what views, let every Jrijb as well as Englifh proteftant 
© judge.” 

From hence he proceeds to a difcuffion of the four follow- 
ing queftions,—* rft. Is it juft for the prefent Jrif to defire to 


‘© be independent of Britain ?—2dly, Would it be advanta- 


* geous to Jreland to be independent of Britain ?—3dly, 
© Could Britain be a great and flourifhing nation, if Jreland 
© was an independent nation ?—4thly, Would the great powers 
© on the continent fuffer Ireland, if undefended by England, 
© to fubfift as an independant and proteftant nation.’ 

Thefe interrogatories are argued feemingly with a good deal 
of candor and moderation, tho’ upon the whole our author 
concludes for the negative in all. ‘The reply to the laft is as 
follows: ‘ There can be no reafon given that they fhould. 
© The French would naturally wifh to be mafters of fo rich 


* an ifland as Jreland, and doubtlefs religion would give them 


many friends there. In antient times, before they were fub- 
je&t to England, the Danes and Norwegians frequently over- 
ran them; and it is natural that they fhould have many 
things to fear from the northern powers, were they not pro- 
tected by the treaties which England hath fubfifting with all 
the powers of Europe, as well as by the fleets and armies of 
Great Britainand Hanover, And it is to be remarked, that 
they have all the happinefs of this protection gratis. It is 
England that pays the taxes which fupports the fleets, and all 
foreign fubfidies, and all the Engli/h armies that act upon the 
continent. It is England that pays the negotiations and 
foreign minifters in foreign parts, as well as the great officers 
of the crown, and his majefty’s minifters, who watch over 
the fafety of /reland as well as Great Britain. 

O fortunatos nimium fua ft bona norint ! VirG. 


To this is added an appendix, confifting of * quotations 
© from antient hiftory, containing the fpeeches of the lord 
¢ chancellor, cardinal Woolfey, and Gerald earl of Kildare, in 
© the original old Englifh.’ To what purpofe this addition 
was made, unlefs for the fake of fwelling it to the accuftomed 
fize of a fixpenny publication, we own ourfelves at a lofs to 
guefs, as it appears very little confiftent with its general 
defign. The whole feems to be the effect of an hafty under- 
taking, and, from the above fpecimens, we doubt not our 
readers will be apt to concur in opinion with us, that it is not 
likely to be the production of a certain nobleman, as was infi- 
nuated in one of the daily papers *. 

* Gazetteer, Feb. 5, 1754. 
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Il. The writer of the fecond performance inffts, that 
no attempt to fhake off their dependence on England is in- 
tended in Jreland, confequently, that ‘ the folly of the Irifh, 


© the injuflice of the Jrifb, and the ingratitude of the /ri/p, 


‘ chargeable to them upon that account, are terms equally as 
© applicable to the banifhed members of the French parliament 
< at Soiffons, as the fitting members of the /ri/h at Dublin.’ As 
to the before recited ‘ formidable enquiries’ he ‘ readily an- 
© fwers no;’ and proceeds to give the real fource of ¢ the 
‘ divifions in the houfe of commons in /reland.’ The im- 
perfect account we have hitherto had of thefe tranfactions, 
and the apparent authenticity of this, induce us to give it a 
place here. 

© The earl of Harrington,’ he tells us, * who preceded 
the duke of Dorfet in the governmet of Jreland, be- 
fore he left that kingdom, recommended to the parliament 
to grant a fum of money for the repair of the barracks, for 
the better reception of his majefty’s troops; his excellency 
having been informed they were moft of them in a ruinous 
condition. The commons immediately voted a fum not 
exceeding 25,000/. for the repair of the barracks ; and the 
conducting of that affair, and the management of that money, 
was, by a vote of the hou/e, entrufted to the care of Arthur 
Jones Nevill, efg; asan officer of the crown, being at that 
time {urveyor and engineer- general. 

‘ His grace the duke of Dor/fet fucceeded the earl of 
Harrington in the adminiftration, before the next /e/fion of 
parliament, at the meeting of which, amongft other things, 
his grace, in his fpeech, recommended to the commons to 
enquire into the affair of the barracks, and the repairs dome 
to them. ‘The commons accordingly, after an addrefs of 
thanks to the lord lieutenant and the di/patch of the king’s 
bufinefs, which was forwarded with all expedition, and pa/féd 
without debate, proceeded to refolve themfelves into a com- 
mittee of the whole houfe, to enquire into the /fate of the 
barracks, and how the money voted by parliament had been 
applied and expended, 

* Upon this examination, which lafted fome weeks, it ap- 
‘ peared plainly to the houfe, ** that the public money had not 
** only been mifapplied, and no juf? account given of the dif- 
burfement of it, but that the barracks themfelv-s, as well 
thofe that had been rebuilt, as thee that had been repaired, 
** were at the very time of this enquiry, in a bad condition, 
** and by no means fit for the reception of the King’s troops.” 
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* To be more fully convinced of the truth of this, the houfe 
¢ ordered the commanding officers of every regiment on the 
* eRablifhment, -to fend up a return to the houfe. of their re- 
© /peftive barracks they were quartered in, mot of which, if 
¢ not all, made moft heavy complaints, and in their feveral re- 
* turus, which,’ our author thinks, * were upon cath, alledged 
‘© that the walls and coverings of their feveral barrogks were 
‘* nat fufficient to protect their men or themfelwes from the i- 
“¢ clemencies af the weather, and that few or none would keep 
&* out the rainentirely.”” Several of the barrack-mafters were 
examined on this occafion, who confirmed the report of the 
officers. —In fhort, it was evident beyond contradiétion, that 
not a barrack was properly repaired, or but very few, if any 5 
that the mortey voted was fufficient to repair them all; that 
part of the money was not accounted for, but viftbly applied 
to other ufes, and embezzled; fo that when fir Richard 
Cox had recapitulated the whole of the evidence, as given 
before the commitee, day by. day, during this enquiry, and 
at the clofe of his /peech recommended to them to come to 
fome. refolutions that might deter officers of every kind from 
embezzling the public money hereafter ; the committee imme- 
diately came to fixteen, which were pafled mem. con. and 
being reported by the chairman the next day, were as unani- 
moufly confirmed by the houfe. 

* In one of thefe refolutions ** the /urveyor and engineer-ge- 
“© neral was voted to have embezzled the public money. onfuch 
‘© anarticle.”” Inanother, that on fuch an occafion, ** hehad 
‘© defrauded the nation of public money.” In another, SS that 
*< he had acted without care, judgment, or aconomy’’. Inane- 
* ther, ** that the barracks were unfit for the reception, and 
** dangerous to the health of his majefty’s troops.” : 

* After thefe and others, amounting in all to fixteen refo- 

lutions, had been unanimoulfly agreed to, fir 4---r G——z, 
* and col. R-ch--d B---le moved the houfe again, and added 
* two or three new refolutions; by one of which, as the money 
© granted for this fervice had been already voted /ufficient, by 
© way of puni/fhment upon the furveyor, it was refolved as fol- 
* lows, by the whole houfe nem. con. 


“© March 6, 1752. 


‘© That Arthur Jones Nevill, efq; {urveyor and engincer- 
‘© oeneral, fhould, at his cwn expence, and without any farther 
‘© charge to the publick, be obliged to procure the feveral perjans 
** with whom he hath contracted for the building, rebuilding, 
‘* and repairing the barracks, to make good the defects of the 
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‘© works by them refpectively contraéted for, and to /fanch and 
$6 t0 fini the fame in the moft effeéiuai manner, fo as to 
** make the faid barracks ff and convenient for the reception of 
6 his majefty’s troops.” 

_ © The houfe then voted an addrefs to the lord lieutenant, 
© that thefe re/olutions ¢* might be tranfinitted to his majefty 5 
* and foon after broke up.’ 

© What has. pafled fince has been only in confequence of the 
* above aiitalies and from the printed votes of the houie 
* of commons, appeats to be as follows: 


“© Nov. 2. 1753: 


‘© The houfe was moved, that the refolution of the houfe 
“ of the Oth of March, 1752, fhould be read; whereby it 
‘© was tefolved, that Arthur Jones Nevill, efqi furveyor and 
‘* engineer-general, fhould at his own expence, G’c.”” as above. 

¢ Then. it was refolved, ** That the houfe will on this day 
‘¢ fortnight refolve itiif into a committee of the whole houfe, 
** to. enquire whether Arthur ‘Jones Nevill, efq; bath, at his 
“© own expence, &¥c.. &c.” 

*¢ Nov. 16. Ordered, that it be an inftru&ion to the coms 
“¢ mittee to enquire whether Arthur “fones Nevill, efg; bi s 
6 ufed any and what endeavours towards making good, €&c." 

¢ That the houfe refolved icfelf into the faid committee, 
© and continued fo to do feveral days after, unto the 23d of 
* Nov. 1753, on which day mr. ‘f—n R—chf—t reported 
© from the faid committee the following refolutions : 

‘© That it appears to this committee Arthur ‘fones Nevill, 
“© efg; late engineer and furveyor-general, hath not at his own 
‘© expence, and without any further charge to the public, pro- 
“© cured, &e. Se. purfuant to a refolution of this boufe la/ft 
“ feffion of parliament.” 

‘¢ That it appears to this committee, that 4--r F--s N--ll, 
© efq; late furveyor and engineer-general, hath not ufed rea- 

“< fonable and proper endeavours towards making good, &’c, 
“ Ue. --- To which refolutions the houfe agreed, ” 

Then col. R--ch---d B---ley feconded by F- hi C---le, 
‘ ofa: moved, ** that the faid Arthur ‘fones Ne vill, efq; late 
** engineer and furveyor-general, in not complying with the 
* refolutions of this boufe, hath a&ed in manifeft cortempt of 
*¢ the authority thereof.”’ 

‘ This being the foundation for the expulfion that followed, 
© occafioned a debate which lafted till ten at night, when the 
* queftion was carried by a majority of eight votes.’ 
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By a poftfcript affixed to this piece, we are informed, that 
the furveyor-general was permitted, during the recefs ‘of par- 
liament in 1752, to fell out for fome thoufand pounds, which 
is thought to have added to the refentment of the houfe. 

Our letter-writer concludes his pamphlet in the following 
words: * Thus, my lord, you fee the foundation of this charge 
of independency, for this is the great point, the carrying which 
occafioned fuch great rejoicings in Ireland, and fo much talk 
here; and indeed, if not to fuffer the publick money to be 
made away with unaccounted for; if to difgrace the officer 
that was proved guilty of mifapplying it; if the providing for 
his majefty’s troops, after their gallant behaviour abroad, 
a fafe retreat at home, and beds of comfort for limbs wearied 
out in their cauntry’s fervice; if conflant profeffions of their 
inviolable attachment to their fovereign, and public affurances 
of their deference to the Briti/b parliament and council, be 
the figns and characteriftics of an attempt for independency, I 
will then allow the Jri/h are at this time, manibus pedibufque, 
purfuing every meafure that can free them from all conne@ions 
with England ; that independency is the voice of the people, the 
commons and their fpeaker, the peers and their chancellor, 
and, according to this notion, of the lord lieutenant himfelf, 
at the head of his council.’ 

III. The third of thefe pamphlets confifts of feven eflays, 
that appear to have been periodically publifhed during this 
controverfy, eviden'ly in favour of the oppofers of the late 
furveyor-general. The author writes with a good deal of 
fpirit, but in fome of them has defcended to unbecoming per- 
fonalities. We fhall give our readers his idea of a patriot, 
from his fecond number : 

‘ ‘The true patriot is a friend to no party ; he has a lauda- 
ble freedom of thought, which unfhackles his mind from 
narrow prejudices, and opens his eyes to a more extenfive 
view of the public good. His only aim is the honour, fafety, 
and intereft of his country; on this mark he keeps his eye 
conftantly fixed, nor can the dreadful frowns of power, or 
the fubtle infinuations of flattery, ever move him from his 
point. He finds his true reward in virtue, and is equally in- 
fenfible to the promifing fmiles of fawning great ones, that 
would tempt, and the menaces of the fierceft tyrants that 
would force him to forfake her. ‘Threats make him onl 
mere refolute and watchful: he derides the folly, and pities 
the meannefs of thofe, who forfeit their honefty, to found 
their happinefs on the unftable bafis of court favours, or 
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© falfe applaufe. He truly enjoys all that freedom in his ations 
© which he thinks it his duty to procure for, and defend his 
© countrymen in. He is wholly a ftranger to the allurements of 
© fervile ambition, as he fears not cenfure, nor regards the 
© flanders againft which innocence itfelf is not armour-proof ; 
© he is directed, influenced, and byaffed, by none, and whilft 
© he is engaged in his country’s fervice, he thinks the moft 
© glorious epithets the world can fix upon him, are thofe 
© of a RIGID, INFLEXIBLE, HONEST MAN.’ 

IV. The hiftory of this bill, the reje€tion of which has been 
fo much applauded by one party, and condemned by the other, 
in Ireland, according to the author of the Confiderations, is as 
follows.—Upon ftating the public accounts in 1749, there ap- 
peared to be in the hands of the vice-treafurer, or his deputies, 
remaining, a balance of 220,000 /, at the fame time there was 
fubfifting of the national debt, about the fum of 375,000/. In 
the feflions of this year, heads of a bill were brought in for 
payment of the feveral principal fums of 78,c00, and 58,000/. 
in difcharge of fo much of the faid debt; in which, among 
other recitals, was the following. ‘* That whereas on the 
‘ 25th day of March laft, a confiderable balance remained in 
‘ the hands of the vice-treafurer, Sc. unapplied, and it will 
© be for your majefty’s fervice, and for the eafe of your faith- 
© ful fubjects, that fo much thereof as can be conveniently /pared, 
© foould be paid, agreeable to your maje/ty’s moft gracious intentions, 
‘ in difcharge of part of the faid debt.’—which bill was return- 
ed as fent over, and afterwards received the royal affent. 

1751, his grace the duke of Dorfet, in his fpeech at the 
opening the feffions, declared to the houfe of commons, $ that 
* he was commanded by the king to acquaint them, that his 
‘ majefty, ever attentive to the eafe and happinefs of his fub- 
‘ jects, would gracioufly confent, and recommended it to them, 
© that fuch part of the money then remaining in his treafury, 
* as fhould be confiftent with the public fervice, be applied to- 
© wards the farther reduction of the national debt.’—A bill 
was accordingly framed, the recital of which ¢ did in the moft 
* refpectful manner, acknowledge his majefty’s goodnefs in 
‘ recommending the application: yet by leaving out the word 
“ confent, implied, that it was imagined, that fuch confent was 
* not neceffary.” This bill was fent to Engiand in the ufual 
manner, where the word con/ent was inferted, and it was re- 
turned under the great feal of Great Britain. ‘The bill was 
altered, pafled both houfes of parliament, without any objec- 
Gon or a fingle negative, and received the royal affent. 
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There ftill remaining the fem of 77,5002. of the national 
debt unpaid, and a confiderable balance in the treafury, his 
grace the duke of Dov fit, at the opening of the feffions 1753, 
made the fame declaration as in 1751, A bill was brought 
into the houfe in purfuance thereof, but ‘ without any recital 
* of his majefty’s previous confent, or even any acknowledge- 


* ment of his majefty’s grecious recommendation or intentions, 


* what had not been omitted in the two former bills.’—T his 
omitted recital was reftored in Great Britain, ¢ to whieh the 
* committee of the houfe of commons afterwards difagreed ; 
* and as by the parliamentary proceedings in this kingdom, 
* bills tranfmitted under the great-feal of Great Britain, mutt 
* be received as fent, or rejected 3 it may be juftly prefumed, 
*. that the bill was reje¢ted merely on that aceount.’ 

The infertion of this recital having been reprefented by 
fome, ‘ as an attempt to veft fome new and unconftitutional 
* power in the crown, over the money in the treafury of this 
‘ kingdom’; the intention of this performance is to prove, 
§ that the truft of apphing the money given by parliament to the 
* crown, without any /pecial appropriation, is by the laws of this 
* kingdom vefted in the crown for publick Jervice, and confe- 
quently, that § the king’s confent is neceflary, previous to public 
* deliberations on the application; otherwife fuch deliberations 
‘ thereon, might lay the crown under great difficulties, and 
‘ be attended with bad confequences to government.’—lIn fup- 
port of this aflumption it is urged, that tho’ * the right of 
* granting money is admitted to be in the commons; yet thofe 
grants are either general to the crown, as in the cafe of the 
hereditary revenue and additional duties; or they may be 
made fpecially, and the ufes to which the money granted is 
to be applied, are expreffed. And as in one cafe, where 
there is a fpecial appropriating claufe, the money granted 
muft be applied to the ufes fpecified ; fo on the other hand, 
where the grant to the crown is without fuch reftriction, 
the truft of appéication devolves upon the crown, and parti- 
cular applications are always founded on the king’s previous 
confent. : 
© That fuch tru/? muft of neceffity be vefted in the crown, 
will appear when we confider, that thefe aids are granted 
« for the fupport of government; now the king, who is at the 
¢ head of the ftate, and knows its various exigencies, alone 
* can be prefumed to know, how the government can be beft 
* fupported. Such truffs mutt, in the nature of things, be 
* lodged in the executive powers of all ftates, or they could 
© not fubfift.’—Further arguments are alfo offered to . 
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tilis tight in the crown, from precedents taken from the pro- 
ceedings in patliament, as well in Evgland as Ireland. 

V.. We come riow to the fifth ot thefe pamphlets, which 
contains 4 curfory view ofthe feveral adininiftrations of that 

overnment, from the yeaf 1721, to the prefent time; with 
Fone vety free animadverfions on the meafutes of the Engli 
miniftry, fo far as they rélate to the affairs of Dréland. ‘The 
ftyle of this production is boid and afluming, and may be fag 
to have more the ait of declamation than erage. ae ha 

all eoncef 

fions’ muft be fatal, and every right that is unafferted, or 
given up, muft be, and will be, irrecoverably loft. The 
principles of our conftitution are not criginally in outlelves, 
and it never ean be mended by refolving to thém again. 
Whatever we allow and "op we fhould be made, in that 
condition we muft remain for ever, without hope or pofii- 
bility of remedy. We have no root of our own, and are 
only grafted on another ftock ; and if left to abide where we 
firft took growth, may live and flourifh, but will languifh 
and die, if our fituation be changed. Jreland is now no 
longer a fuccor, that drains the moifture from the parent 
root, without increafe or producing fruit; but a thriving 
branch, if du/y cultivated, and profitable as any that the 
tree can boaft: but ftill it is a branch, and if once it withers 
will not revive again.” . 
In another place, he fays, * Happy is it, and Kappy it has 
been for the liberty of Zrelahd, that they who love us leaft, 
have always been, and always will be, the proteGors of our 
liberty, till they have loft their own; and whatever fteps 
any miniftry has taken to eftablifh, or even enlarge, a dif- 
cretionary power among us, have been fo foft and gradual, 
as to be almoft imperceptible, to give no alarm to the jea= 
loufy of England, or the apprehenfions of the people there, 
for their own fafety : or elfe, when their defigns of govern- 
ing us without law have been vifible and avowed, they have 
never failed to end in the ruin of the proje€tors here, over- 
turn the miniftry and even fhake the throne.” 
VI. This addres is intended to fignify the higheft approba- 
tion of the conduct of fir Richard Cox, who, we learn by it, 
was in the oppofition both againft the furveyor-general and the 
above money-bill.—As to the toafts, many of them confift of 
mere perfonal compliments, or invectives. 

VIL This pamphlet, agreeable to its title, is chiefly em- 
ployed in giving a very ample hiftory of the public revenue in 
Ireland, with the —— to, and alterations made 
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in it, from the year 1666: alfo a view of the rife, progrefs, 
and prefent ftate of their national debt, That the declared 
intention of exhibiting thefe accounts, is to prove, that the 
general courfe of proceeding in the bills for granting thefe fup- 
plies, (their having been firft framed in the council of Jreland, 
fent to England, from thence tranfmitted back again, and pafled 
by the commons there without any objection) is fufficient to 
© expofe the weaknefs of the affertion, that the commons of 
© Jreland have the fole right of drawing up heads of money- 
© bills, and that when they are drawn up, the privy council of 
© that kingdom, or in Great Britain, have not any right to 
¢ make alterations in them.’----As to the fpeech of lord 
Sidney, fo particularly diftinguifhed in the title-page, all that 
can be collected from it is, that the commons of Jreland 
were as zealous in their endeavours to reftrain the prerogative 
of the crown even then, as they have been at any time fince. 
---And in regard to the obfervations relative to the prefent dif- 
pute, they feem to advance nothing more pertinent, or. of 
greater weight, than was remarked in the fourth of this lift. - 
VIIL. The fourth and feventh of the above publications are 
manifeftly the more immediate objets of the animadverfions 
of this author, who may be truly deemed a notable advocate 
for the other fide of the queftion. He follows his opponents 
very clofely through all their reafonings, difputes their facts, 
‘and controverts their arithmetic; and, indeed, he feems not 
only well qualified in himfelf for the tafk he has undertaken, 
but it is alfo plain, that he has wanted no neceflary materials 
to enable him to perform it to the advantage of his friends.--- 
As to the truft of applying the money being vefted in the crown 
for public fervices, he obferves, that ‘it is very furprifing that 
¢ contention about this fhould longer fubfift, when both fides 
_* agree in principles ; for a private intereft cannot by the 
* greateft art be extracted out of a public truft; and confe- 
quently a private wrong cannot grow by the public controul- 
ing the truft, which was of its own creation and for its own 
ufe.’---And as to the /o/e right of having money- bills take their 
rife in the houfe of commons, he infifts on its being out of 
the queftion; for that the ‘ real ftruggle was, to preferve the 
* regularity of proceedings in parliament.’---We fhall conclude 
this article with the arguments urged in the houfe of com- 
mons in favour of the oppofition, as they are briefly fummed 
up by this writer. 
‘ It was often and dire€tly faid, that the only caufe of op- 
* pofing the preamble which determined the fate of the bill, 
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was becaufe the words fignifying his majefty’s confent were 
therein; which words were looked upon to be intended to 
eftablith fuch a right in the crown, as would fotbid the com- 
mons to intermeddlein any furplus that was now, or hereafter 
might be, in the treafury, unapplied, without his majefty’s 
confent being firft fignified: that they knew not that the 
crown had fucha right: that the power of the crown over 
the hereditary revenue, was to apply it to public fervices 
within the kingdom: that the additional duties were grant- 
ed not upon eftimates, but upon fixed eftablifhments: that 
the furplus, whatever it was, or might be, muft proceed 
from the additional duties, becaufe the hereditary revenue 
mutt be all expended, before that given in aid could be ap- 
plied ; and whether it arofe from its producing more than 
it was given for, or from a faving, by the eftablifhment not 
being kept full, as ic was, or was deligned to be, when the 
provifion was made, it was all the fame, the furplus muft 
belong to the public, and be confequently fubject to the dif- 
pofition of parliament: that in this cafe, particularly, it 
was due to the nation, that had made a feparate provifion to 
pay the intereft of the debt, when it lay a heavy clog upon 
government, that it fhould be reimburfed out of a furplus 
grown upon the aggregate fund, which muft have borne the 
whole debt, if the nation had not created a fund for it: 
that the crown had even thus confidered the cafe, for it is 
certain that credit was ever given to the nation for furpluffes, 
even in this feffions ; and that all former furplufles, as well 
as the prefent, have been carried forward in the eftimates for 
fupply, and have been applied to the current fervice of the 
interval between the feffions; and what makes this argu- 
ment of ftill greater weight is, that itis known by everybody, 
that thefe accounts and eftimates are all prepared by the 
king’s fervants: that therefore departing from the conffant 
method of proceeding in parliament would be a betraying of 
their conftituents, and an unpardonable offence: that they 
fhould always pay equal regard to the prerogative of the 
crown, and to the liberty of the fubjeét; but muft ever 
guard againft the eftablifhment of a new prerogative, and 
therefore difagreed to the preamble. All which,’ it is here 


faid, * was illuitrated, and precedents quoted and not con- 
« troverted. 


We fhall only obferve, that whatever popular tumults may 


have happened upon this occafion, the writers on both fides 
have, upon the whole, behaved with more temper and decency 


than ts ufually feen in political altercations. SL 
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ART. XXV. end xXVI. 


The immortality of the foul." A piem, tranflated from the Latin 
of Tfaac Hawkins Browne, 2/7; By William Hay, e/7; 
4to. ts. 6d. Dodfley. | 


Of the immortality of the foul. A poem tranflated from the La- 
tin of Ifaac Hawkins Browne, e/g; By Richard Grey, D.D. 
commiffary and official of the archdeaconry of Leicefter. 4to. 
1s, 6d. Dod. : : 


’ AS thefe performances aré twin-produCtions from the fame 
A original, we chufe to, give a view of them together, 
that the merit of each may be more eafily difcerned» Mr. 
Hlay’s tranflation appears in rhyme, which may be thought, 
in fome inftances, rather to enervate the fentiment, by occa- 
fioning a flatnefs in the expreflion ; an objection which might 
have been avoided, without taking from the harmony of the 
numbers, had his attention been difengaged from that en- 
cumbrance: nor can his plea be admitted, (to the full extent 
of his affertion) which he makes in his preface, as a fufficient 
anfwer, viz. © That an Engli/h ear loves the gingle.” As to 
a nice correfpondence in the found of his rhymes, he acknow- 
ledges he is not exact ; and befpeaks the reader’s candor for 
fome other inaccuracics, which he is fenfible cannot efcape 
a critic’s notice. 

Mr. Grey’s tranflation is in blank verfe, and almoft literally 
purfues the fenfe of the original; nor do either of them often 
deviate from the caft of the periods : but without attempting 
a decifive judgment on which fide lies the fuperiority of merit, 
or how worthy they are of their parent author, we fhall give 
‘a fpecimen from each piece, anfwering to the extracts from 
the Latin poem, in our Review for Fanuary laft, p. 11.— 


From mr. Hay’s tranflation. 


Can man celeftial motions, and their canfe; 
Know to defcribe, and by what ftated laws, 
Worlds round our fun hojd on their courfe decreed ; 
And through the void immenfe the comets {peed ; 
Numberleg funs within, beyond, our fight, 
In Ether fix’d, their circling planets light? 
And think you not, a mind, which even here 
Flies through the fkies, and through the ftarry fphere, 
From heav’n defcended, will her pinions ftretch, 
And mount again, her native home to reach? 

Could this be fo, did not the mind retain 
A force innate, free from material ftain ? 








—— 
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Of her own aéts by herfelf confcious made, 
She ufes not, nor needs, the body’s aid. 
Her choice, refufal, love, averiion 


Her hopes, fears, joys, atid griefs, are all her Own, 
By her own ftrength the things compares, and finds 


How to divide them into ent kinds: | 
By flow degrees gleans the difthember'd fpoils 
Of fcatter’d truth, and nicely reconciles ; 
Caufes extraéts ; and a foundation lays 

Tn one fair building arts on arts to raife: 

To fcience tends, exerting every power, 
Mounting to fcale her moft exalted tower ; 
And thence the chain of caufes view im one, 
Let down to earth from the almighty throne. 
Then finks into herfelf ; with mental eyes, 


There fees ideas'of things, and how they rife: 


Sees from what fource fwift cogitation flows : 
All but her frame, and that almoft, fhe knows. 
Corporeal virtue this? Can a machine 
Perceive what feeds it, or its powers within ? 
Ceafe then to wonder, when the body’s gone, 
How the foul lives when naked and alone: 
Much greater reafon is there to adinire, 

Could yt, by any force fubdued, expire : - 
Since what wants parts can undergo no breach, 
And no external violence can reach: 

Befides ; it moves by its own powers alone, 
And feels and-knows no infting& but its own ; 
And all felf-movers live eternally, 

Becaufe they never from themfelves can fly. 
Then this now rude, and now diforder’d fcene, 
(As it regards mankind alone I mean) 
Unworthy of a godhead juft and wife, 

The cloud withdrawn, will open to the eyes 3 
Colours of things be view’d in genuine light ; 
And their true harmony reveal’d to fight. 
Believe not this !—what proof a God prefides, 
Who all things with defign and order guides? 
Or does he all the reft direé&t with art, 

And only fait in this, the noblett, part ? 

Not fo: the time will come (enquire not how) 
It is enough, that after death we know, 


God from the chaff will winnow the good feed, 


And guilt and innocence receive their meed. 


From tr. Grey’s tranflation. 


What thofe, whofe {kill the motions can defcribe 
Of heav’nly bodies; by what ftated laws, 
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In {pace immenfe, the ftars and comets roll 
Around the fun; how in the vaft expanfe 
Of Ether, diff’rent ftars unmov'd give light 
To planets diff ’rent—And can you doubt 
Whether this mind, which through the ftars of heav’n 
Ev’n naw can fhoot herfelf, from heav’n came down, 
And thither fhall return from whence fhe came, 
Again revifiting her native feat? 
Where thefe things poffible ; had not the mind 
A power of acting properly its own, 
Unmix'd with ought of matter? Add to this 
Its power of conizioufaels, to love and hate ; 
To choofe and not to choofe, to hope and fear, 
To grieve and to rejoice—all this fhe does 
By her own ftrength, nor wants the body’s help, 
By this fhe things compares and feparates ; 
And one by one the elements of truth 
Disjoin’d and fcatter’d, carefully collects, 
And binds in friendly union: hence fhe draws 
Of things the caufes ; arts on arts fhe builds 
In beauteous order; and ftill higher climbs 
To the chief fummit, whence is clearly view'd 
The univerfal feries, and the chain 
Entire, that, from the throne of Gad let down, 
Reaches to earth. Laftly, into herfelf 
She can defcend, and there of things within 
View the ideas; knows how each is form’d; 
Whence herown pow’r of thought; and juft not what her make, 
Js-pow’r like this corporeal? What machine 
Was ever fenfible of its own ftrength, 
Or knew its own fupport? 
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Ceafe then to wonder, how the mind can live, 
Of body wholly ftripp’d! To me ‘twould feem 
Much ftranger, if, by any force impair'd, 

It could extinction fuffer, of no parts 
Confifting, nor from outward violence 

To feparation liable or hurt. . 

Once more reflect, from nothing but itfelf 

Its motion it receives ; but what's felf-mov'd, 
Can ne'er defert itfelf,—and therefore never die. 
And then the fcene, which, with regard to man, 
Now rude appears, hor worthy of a god 

All wife and gracious, fhall icfelf difclofe ; 

And ev’ry thing be feen, the cloud remov’d, 

In its true colour, and its proper place. __ 

If this you doubt, fay by what rule you prove, 
That there’s a God at all, who-governs things 
With perfe& harmony, and nicett fxill! 
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What, does he every thing befides direct, 
With juf propriety, and — 

In this, the chiefeft part? Not fo; a time 
Will come, (enquire not how) this is enough ; 
This plain; a time there will be after death, 
When God, as fit, the juft from the unjuft, 
The guiltlefs from the guilty fhall felec, 
And give to every man his due reward. 


CP, 





ART. xxvHi. and xxv11l. 


Conftantine: @ tragedy, as it is afted at the theatre-royal in 
Covent-garden. 8vo. 1s. 6d. Méalar. 


Virginia: @ tragedy, as it is alted in the theatre-royal in 
Drury-lane, by bis Majefty’s fervants, 8vo. 1s. 6d, Tonfon. 


UCH of our readers as live at too remote a diftance to 
have been at the reprefentation of either of thefe plays, 
when they come to perufe them, will perhaps wonder why 
one was fo ftrangely negleéted, and how the other came to 
have what is called, a run of ten nights: this we fhall en- 
deavour to account for, ere wé enter into an examen of the 
different merits of each. Thefe plays appeared on the ftage 
much at the fame time; we fhall firft confider that which 
took the lead. 
Tho’ Conftantine appears to be the work of a fcholar and a 
gentleman, it met with fo poor a reception, that the author, 
in his dedication to the ear] of ape intimates his refo- 
Jution never to hazard another rebuff, in this way at leaft : 
yet perhaps the beft reafon that can be given for its ill fuccefs 
is, that it fuffered in the ation; for tho’ mr. Barry’s per- 
formance in Conffantine was excellent, and mifs Bellamy had 
not more applaufe than fhe deferved in the charaéter of Fulvia; 
yet the reft of the performers were fo unequal to the parts 
affigned them, it is no wonder that the play flagged in the re- 
prefentation. How it happened, that mr. Ryan was not caft 
the part of Maximian, who is fo mugh more fitted for it than 
mr. Sparks, as Sparks would have been more happily difpofed 
of in the fubordinate character of Albinus ; (and that part by 
him muft have been better fupported, than by the perfon who 
with lefs propriety came in for it): why thofe parts were not 
thus allotted, we fhall not, nor can we, pretend to fay, hay- 
ing no conneétions behind the curtain; and being totally un- 
acquainted with the fecret intrigues and policies of the thea- 
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trical ftate. But we can venture to affirm, it was the géneral 
opinion of the boxes and pit, that the play would have been 
benefited by fuch an alteration in the caft of it. 

It has been obferved, that an author generally meets with 
more encouragement im his firft dramatic eflay, if a tolerable 
one, than in his fecond. Such is the bent of thetown ; what- 
ever applaufe is given by way of encouragement to a mew au- 
thor, they,think, is fomewhat lowering the pride of the pre- 
ceding ones; de is, in fome fort, fet up againft them: thus a 
gratification of envy towards the old ones, in fome degree, 
accompanies the fupport of the mew writer’; but his firft piece 
over, he becomes one of the herd, and is often as ungeneroufly 
hunted down, as he before was perhaps partially and extrava- 
gantly cried up. ‘ , 

However, the fubje& of the firft dramatic piece, which the 
author of Con/lantine (mr. Francis *) gave us, was not fo hap- 
pily chofen, as to imprefs us with a very eager expectation for 
hisfecond. We doubt not, but the goodnefs of its intention, 
(we are fpeaking of his Eugenia, taken from the French Cenie) 
and the purity of its fentiments, recommended it to the Imi- 
tator’s tafte; but his judgment might have told him, it was 
more likely to pleafe in the clofet than on the ftage. This 
might be owing to his want of experience in theatrical enter- 
tainments ; nor can it impeach his underftanding. ‘Tho’ many 
Englifo plays might fuit the.tafte of a French audience ; yet 
few French pieces are calculated to pleafe an Englifh audience: 
as volatile-as the people of that nation appear to be, their at- 
tention is ufually more patient in a theatre thanours.. Senti- 
ment and declamations, fpun out to an extraordinary length, 
fhall meet with an applaufe in Paris, that would. be rewarded 
with a figh or a groan in London. In our tragedies we require 
more paffion, in our comedies, a greater variety of incident 
than the French infift on. 

Cenie was written by a /ady in France, and was an attempt 
at a new {pecies of writing for the theatre ; and, what appeared 
there very uncommon for a piece of five aéts, was written 
wholly in profe. It was much admired for its elegance and 
purity of ftile: the author called it neither comedy nor tragedy, 
but a New Piece; and, we think, for its fubject and condué, 
it would not have been very abfurd to have called it a Dra- 
matic Novel: for of that kind is the tale, but rather forced 
than natural. However, fentiment, diciion, excellent aGion, 
and a French audience, fupported it. 


® The tranflator of Horace. 
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If Canie might be deemed aw wufpirited comedy, the imitation 
was a languid tragedy: the original had neither wit, humour, 
or variety of charaéter epough .to be galled the one, and the 
ftory of Eugenia was too tame, and unalarming, too thinly 
wrought up with terror and pity (the very eflence of tragedy) 
to be allowed the title of the ether. 

It may alfo be obferved, that fuch is the force of prepoffef- 
fion, that a mew or revived piece, is fure of an early overflow 
the firft night at Drury-lane, while the other houfe thall flowly 
fill, or perhaps not be filled at all, the firft night of a new ex- 
hibition, unlefs that exhibition be a pantomime. 

Thus, perhaps, we.may, in part, trace the caufes why the au- 
dience was. but {mall the firft night of Conffantine ;, and to the 
hints above offered, we may-add, that the appearance of a 
new actrefs, with mr. Garrick, mr. Mofap, and mis. Cibber, 
contributed not a little to enable Virginia (a piece of lefs 
merit) to beat the other out of the field. 

A few lines from the firft fcene of Con/antine, thew the fi- 
tuation of the principal charaéters, and the ground-work to 
the whole. 

. Marcellus, fpeaking of Maximian, and his daughter Fulvia, 
YS» 
Her greatnefs only brings to his remembrance 
His own was loft, when our late emperor. 
Forc'd him to give her hand to Con/fantine, 
And, happily for Europe, wrefted from him 
Th’ imperial power: fince when, his rage beholds 
His fon, as the ufurper cf his throne: 
Then, in his zeal for the old gods of Rome, 
He hates him as a Chriffian *. 


The author of Con/tantine ingenuovfly owns himfelf indebted 
for part of the fable, to a French play called AZaximian. Whe- 
ther he has improved the plan, we cannot pretend to detex- 
mine, not having at hand the tragedy he {peaks of; but on 
the whole, we think mr. Francis’s performance nat ill con- 
ducted : yet fome of the moft agreeable paflages were attended 
with unlucky circumftances: .where it was intended the heart 
fhould have been moft interefted, our terror and compaffion 
moft excited ;—when the artful villainies of AZaximian and Al- 
dinus feem moft fuccefsful, and moft likely to prevail on the 
too credulous Conffuntine ;—when Albinus is working up the 


* This fhort extract, we fuppofe, will fufficiently intimate to oyr 
readers, what part of the hiftory of Con/fantine this play is founded 
bpon. 
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Jealoufy of Conflantine ;—when Fulvia, from worthy motives, 
folicits the poft of captain of the guards to be beftowed on the 
honeft Aurelian ;—when even her virtues are made the fnares 
for her deftruction : how fimilar are the circumftances to the 
arts of Jago, the jealoufy of Othello, and the fufferings of 
Defdemena? And we wonder the author did not forefee, that 
thefe incidents would awake the remembrance, and fet that ex- 
cellent play, Othello, full in our view. Yet, warm in the 
purfuit of his fubjecét, “tis poffible this thought did not oc- 
cur to him: for one would imagine, if it had, he would 
have avoided fo ftrong a refemblance; as he muft be fure to 
fuffer by the comparifon, and think it no affront to his per- 
formance neither. However unavoidable this refemblance 
might be, it was certainly unfortunate for the play: Conffan- 
tine’s invocation of jealoufy clofes the fcene with the moft 
ftriking fimilitude : 
' And thou, O Fealoufy, 
Invok'd, arife from thy profoundett hell ' 


Othello fays, 
Arife, black vengeance, from thy hollow cell, &¥c._ 


Yet when circumftances are fimilar, no wonder that ex- 
preffions bear a likenefs; and it muft be acknowledged, that 
this fcene in mr. Francis’s play, is not without its merit. 

Fulvia’s entrance in the fourth aét, and innocently miftak- 
ing the caufe of Maximian’s kneeling, dreading her father’s. 
bloody defigns are difcovered ;--her fueing for mercy, and Con- 
Jtantine’s miftake, from whence arifes frefh matter for his 
aftonifhment and jealoufy ;---A/aximian's eager hafte to have 
Juraian difpatched, and leaving Fu/via to come to a happy 
eclairiflement with her hufband, are circumftances that take a 
ftrong pofleffion of the heart, and conftitute a well wrought, 
‘and well conducted fcene, that, by turns, calls forth our ter- 
‘yor and our,pity, and happily works upon our tendereft feel- 
ings: the fufpence we are kept in, till the unravelling of the 
whole, is artfully contrived ; and the return of Conffantine, 
faved from death when we leaft expect him (by a very natural 
contrivance) ; his appearing at a critical moment (with the in- 


‘jured Aurelian) to fave the life of the wrong’d Fulvia, gives 
‘the heart a joyous and moft complete relief. On the whole, 


we cannot help thinking, (tho’ we fet not up this play asa 
firft rate tragedy) that it deferved a better fate than to be per- 


formed only four or five times, to very thin audiences; while 
“Virginia made its-appearance to ten good ones,---Of this laft 


namcd tragedy we now procced to take a view. 


When 
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When we-hear of a new.play, formed on a fubje& which 
thas been made ufe of in the fame way before, we naturally ex- 
pect the conduét to be amended, the diction to be heightened, 
the characters improved, and whatever are the defects of the old 
one, if any of the fame fort appear in the new one, they are 
lefs excufeable than if no play had ever been written on the 
fame.plan. 

If the manager never heard, that mr. Dennis had given 
us a good play on this fubjeét, we may fuppofe he never 
read it. If it appears, that he was acquainted with Dennis’s 
play, wecannot, without flighting his judgment, but wonder, 
why he did not rather revive the former piece, than put himfelf 
to the expence of giving us the newone: we dare venture to 
fay, there is no comparifon between their merits, either in 
the writing cr conduét. 

The ftory of Virginia, ithas been thought, is too thin of 
incidents to afford matter for an entertainment of five acts ; 
and that it mult be difficult to keep the mind in a proper fluctu- 
ating fufpence, and fufficiently alarm us with, terror, or excite 
our pity, till the capital {cene appears; wherein, to fave his 
daughter from the decemvir’s luft and power, the father facri- 
fices her, with all thofe dreadful emotions that. muft naturally 
arife from ftrong paternal affe@tion, and a noble fenfe of virtue. 
Yet mr. Denais, (tho’ known, in his life, to have been too 
frequently led, by his ungoverned paffions, to abufe where he 
fhould only have criticifed) who has ever been efteemed a 
good critic, where pique and malevolence did not prevail, has 
fhewn he was not barren of invention, by the matterly conduét 
of his play of Appius and Virginia ; which we can hardly avoid 
taking feme notice of, while we are on the fubject of the 
new piece, known by the name of Virginia only. 

The prologue to the new play, which from mr. Garrick’s 
{pirited manner, and varied humour, in {peaking *, proved 
an agreeable entertainment; for want of thefe advantages, 
lofes much in the reading: but as fuch detached pieces are 
rather calculated for the {tage, than for the clofet, they may, per- 
haps, claim a peculiar indulgence, if not a total exemption from 
criticifm. We fhall therefore fay no more of this little pro- 
duction, tho’ we propofe to take fome notice of the epilogue. 

The diétion of the new Virginia is beneath the dignity of 
tragedy. It abounds with common-place ftage-phrafes, and 
the frequent 4/’s / and Ob’s! thofe expletives of modern tra- 


_™ Mr. Garrick was alfo the wzitzr of th's prologue, a5 well as of 
the epilogue, | 
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gedy, that interlard it, are more infufferable than the white 
handkerchiefs that fo frequently mifemploy the right hand of our 
tragedy heroes and heroines: both are profufely called in to 
the affiftance of the uninfpired poet, and unfkilled performer, 
when the one is at a lofs for fomewhat to fay, and the other 
for fomewhat to do. 

As to the diction of Dennis’s Appius and Virginia, the reader 
will find, on perufal; it wants but little polifhing; the tranf- 
pofing of fome words might make the numbers more harmo- 
nious; anda few hafty uncouth expreffions omitted, would 
render it fit for the ftage: the fubjeét, ’tis true, is rather great 
than delicate; but it is well fupported: (of the conduct we 
fhall fay more) and his own lines in the prologue properly 
prepare the audience for the entettainment: — 


Our author’s friends appear concern’d to day, 
For the fuccefs of this rough manly play : 
While Britain feems to all that’s foft inclin’d, 
What welcome here can our rude Romans find : 
Who love, without one word of whining cant, 
And rage, without the bufkin’d bully’s rant ; 
Whofe fre to judgment rarely gives offence, 
Bat is maintain’d by nature and by fenfe. 


And indeed fuch is the whole play. 

To enumerate all the flat profaic expreffions, confufed ima- 
ges, low allufions, of our modern Virginia, would prove tedi- 
ous both to our readers and ourfelves. We fhall therefore pro- 
ceed to take a curfory view of the conduct of the drama. 

There appears great want of invention, and little knowledge 
of the ftage, in this author; the fcenes are fo uncemented, 
and fo uninterefting, that, for four acts, we are hardly ever 
awakened to any feelings that employ our minds, or repay our 
patient waiting for the only affecting fcene, that of Virginius 
with his daughter in the lafta&t. AZarcia feems thruft into the 
play for the fake of bringing in another woman; fhe appears 
to no purpofe, but to create a needlefs jealoufy, that produces 
nothing, between Jcilius and Virgima ; and her alarming {ci- 
dius with the fufpicion, that Virginia, through ambition or va- 
nity, can be fordid enough to yield to the very OLD Appius, 
(as our author makes him) leffens our value for Jcilins, whom 
we cannot but look upon as a very ftrange fellow, at once en- 
tertaining fo ftrong a jealoufy, and fo contemptible an opinion 
of his mifirefs; who, were fhe capable of fuch guilt and in- 
conftancy, could not deferve a fecond thought. But the au- 
thor feems, in general, todeal very freely with his favourite lady. 
When he makes her fuffer Appius to kneel, and * on the Le 
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© Lf; altar of ber hand,’ (ashe expreffes himfelf) ‘ fwear end- 
© kefs truth and love? No wonder Virginia is alarmed at the 
entrance of Jcilius, or that Jci/ius is fir’d * at fucha freedom, 
permitted to a bold intruding enemy and rival. If Virginie 
was of the number of our modern ladies, whofe time is la- 
vifhed away between the gaieties and idlenefs of a Ranelagh, 
a Vauxhall, a burletta, a ridotto, and a mafquerade, it would 
not be more inconfiftent with her difpofition and character, 
than her abfurd pride, in choofing rather to infult than 
footh her injured honeft lover.---As the poet did not, we fup- 
pofe, intend to draw, in Virginia, the character of a coquette, 
or ajilt, how are we to reconcile this unequal behaviour of 
his heroine ? 

The appearance of Virginius-in the firft a&, is entirely need- 
lefs, and only ferves to leflen the importance of his chara¢ter : 
the fcene between him and .4/ppius, which opens no part of 
the play, nor is preparatory, or conducive, to any fubfequent 
incident, feems uncouthly and abruptly drawn in, merely that 
he may ftrut, and bounce out common-place, worn-out, ex- 
clamations againft tyrants; and for liberty, for Rome, and his 
country; the hackney’d clap-traps of the theatre: which 
done, he quits the ftage, and leaves us as he found us, the 
bufinefs of the play not one ftep advanced. Had the fcene 
been left out, it had never been miffed ; for no point is gained 
by it: but it ferves to fill up, and if it cannot be juftly called 
a fcene, yet, like Teague’s dancing, it is fomething like it.--- 
Of the fame caft are fome other unconneted fcenes of this 
play, with little, either in the writing or the bufinefs, to re- 
commend them. 

His making Appius an old man, no way enhances the merit 
of Virginia's conitancy ; nor is her refufing him, any extraor- 
dinary proof of her virtue.---As to the lait fcene, whereon 
the great diftrefs of the play depends, it is a tale fo naturally 
affecting, that without the poct’s help, if tolerably told by a 
good old woman, entertaining her family by her fire-fide, it 
muft affe& any heart to which humanity is nota ftranger: But 
on a revifal of the twa laft aéts of each play, we could not but 
take notice how differently the two authors, Dennis and this 
gentleman, have reprefented it; and we believe it will not 
be difficult for any tolerable judge to determine, which ought 
to have the preference. And here we beg the reader’s per- 
miffion to ftep a little out of our way, te enquire what is the 
fubject-matter of mr. Denmis’s four firft acts; tho’ of thefe 
we can take but atranfient view, as the nature and limits of 


.* Yet even here the diétion is languid and enervate. 
Q2 our 
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our work confine us from fo full and regular an examen of 
both plays, as we might be otherwife inclined to lay before our 
readers: and this, with regard to Dennis’s performance, the 
rather, as the works of that manly genius are at this time lefs 
noticed than, we apprehend, they deferve to be. 

The firft act of Appius and Virginia opens with the return of 
Tcilius to Rome (from the camp before the walls of Fidena) to 
meet Horatius, Valerius, and other noble Romans; to relate 
the affsffination of Dentatus, and roufe them to revenge his 
wrongs, and thofe of their country, by facrificing the tyrant 
Appius to the manes of the murdered Dentatus: the play opens 
with a fpirited recapitulation of their grievances ; and the au- 
dience is let into the fituation of the affairs of Rome, and the 
oppreffions it labours under. The death of Appzus is propofed; 
when Cornelia, the fitter of Virginius, (at’ whofe houfe they 
are met) enters, and informs them of the purpofed vifit of 
Appius to Virginia: fhe confults /eilius, Virginia’s betrothed 
lover, what is to be done: a confultation is held amongft 
them all, wherein they conclude, that Appius fhould be ad- 
mitted, as the propereft means to fecure the perfon of the ty- 
rant. After folemnly invoking the gods, and the fpirits of 
Brutus, and other heroes of old Rome, they form an affociation, 
and determine the fate of Appius. ‘The whole is bufy and im- 
portant, and well wrought up: this ends the firft aét. 

Virginia and her lover open the fecond act. He informs 
her of their intention, and animates her to receive the tyrants 
fhe behaves with the refolution of a Roman, yet confiftently 
with the foftnefs of her fex: but to eafe her virgin apprehen- 
fions, and to free her from the painful fhocking fcene of flaugh- 
er, he tetls her, a bell fhall ring thrice, as they approach, to 
give her timely notice to retire. 

The fcene that follows between the heroine and Appius, is 
written ina mafterly manner. ‘Iho’ weare fure Appius is not 
as yet to die, yet we fee not how he is to efcape, till it hap- 
pens. His cunning tale, his artful behaviour, his well invent- 
ed drezm, his hypocritical repentance, his prefence of mind, 
when Fu/vius informs him apart of his danger, his well-feigned 
refolution to reftore the liberty of Rome, are all fo well con- 
duéted, and are fuch prevailing motives with Virginia to fpare 
him from an almeft inhofpitable death, that we blame not her 
innecence for being impofed on; and almoft fhare the relief 
her mind feels, when fhe is prevailed on to let him efcape the 
deftined blow: tho’ we are at the fame time concerned that 
the Romans, who immediately enter, are difappointed of their 

jutt revenge. The neceflary parting of Jesus and — 
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which is very affeéting, finitties this act: the capital fcene of 
which has been reckoned a matter-piece by fome judges. 

The third and fourth aéts have a variecy of circumitances. 
very interefting ; we grow moré and more alarmed in our fears 
for Icilius and Virginia: her behaviour throughout is truly he- 
roic, and fupported with great fpirit; and the interpofition of 
Claudius, (uncle to Appius) in behalf of the threatened Vir- 
ginia, excites our admiration and efteem: the well wrote 
fcenes varioufly work on our different paffions, and the feveral 
charaéters are full of fire; no one fcene is unneceflary, or sil 
placed ; but all are regularly conducive to the main defign y Our 
fears for her increafe, and our defire grows more impatient 
for the appearance of her father, who is judicioufly kept from 
our fight, till the laft a€&t; when his appearance adds to our 
compaffion and terror ; and his behaviour at once demands our 
aftonifhment and efteem; roufes our higheft refentment againtt 
Appius, and ftrikes us with the deepeft impreffions of grief. 

Without enlarging more upon this tragedy, or making 
farther remarks on the new one, we fha!l refer to the plays 
themfelves; when we doubt not the impartial reader will 
be convinced, we have not pafled a fentence altogether un- 
juft, in giving the preference to Appius and Virginia. 

Great is the advantage, in the opinion of many, of a play’s 
being acted at Drury-lane theatre ; whether from the prejudice 
of the town, the addrefs and condué of the director, or fupe- 
riority of the performers, we will nat take upon us to pro- 
nounce: but we cannot help thinking, had Con/ffantine and 
Virginia changed theatres, the firft would have been performed 
the greateft number of nights *. 

If the reader will accepe the following fhort ftory, he may 
make what application of it he pleafes. 

After a battle loft by king ames II. in Jreland, in which 
he was defeated by king William 1. an Engl fp foldier boalt- 
ing of the vidory, an /ri/hman who had fought under king 
James, gallantly replied, * By my confcience, dear honey, 
* you boaft too much of your troops ; do but change kings 
* with us, aud faith we'll fight the battle over again with you.’ 

We muft not pals mr. Garrick’s epilogue quite unnoticed, 
Thefe fupernumerary entertainments, generally calculated to 
laugh away the remembrance of any inltruction the play may 
pofhibly afford, are too frequently offenfive ‘to morality, and 
fo often void of good manners, as nut to appear very become + 


_ * And had Dennis’s Appius been revived, we are inclined to think 
it would have out-run both. 
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ing an addrefs from the fofter fex*. Had the epilogue now 
before us, been previoufly and judicioufly confidered, it had 
not furely been delivered to the audience, efpecially by the he- 
soine who had juft perfonated fo exemplary a character. 
————— with you above, I fhall begin, (Upper gallery. 
Good-natur’d fouls, they’re ready all to grin. 
Tho’ twelve-pence feat you there, fo near the ceiling, 
The folks below can’t boaft a better feeling. 
‘No high-bred prud’ry in your region lurks, 
You boldly /augh and ery, as nature works. 
Says John to Tom, (ay—there they fit together, 
As honeft Britons as e’er trod on leather :) 
* "Tween you andI, my friend, "tis very wild, 
* That old Vergeenus thould have ftuck his child: 
* I would have hang’d him for’t, had I been ruler, 
* And duck’d that 4pus too, by way of cooler.’— 
Some maiden-dames, who hold the middle floor, (Midd.gall. 
And fly from naughty man at forty-four ; 
With turn'd-up eyes, applaud Virginia's *{cape, 
And vow they’d do the fame to fhun a rape ; 
So very chafte, they live in conftant fears, 
And apprehenfion ieoligshet with their yeats. 
Ye bucks, who from the pit your terrors fend, 
Yet love diftreffed damfels to befriend ; 
You think this tragic joke too far was carried, 
And with, to fet all right, the maid had married: 
You'd rather fee’ (if fo the fates had will'd) 
Ten wives be kind, than one poor virgin kill’'d— 
May [ approach unto the boxes, pray 
And there fearch out a judgment on the play ? 
- In vain, alas! I fhall attempt to find it— 
Fine ladies fee a play, but never mind it——~ 
*Tis vulgar to be mov’d by aed paffion, 
-Or form opinions, till they're fix’d by fahhion. — 

Why the honeft gentry in the upper gallery are to be fo 
frankly dealt with, becaufe they are ceconomifts enough to pay 
but a fhilling for their entertainment, we cannot find out. The 
fuppofed dialogue between ‘fobn and Tom, is but an indifferent 
imitation of part of an epilogue to mr. Cibber’s Papal Tyranny, 
which was admirably fpoken by mrs. Clive. 

T he freedom taken with the gentlewomen who frequent the 
middle gallery, poffibly more for the fake of feeing a play, than 
fhewing themfelves, may be comical, perhaps, but we are fure 
it it is not cre, 

The addrefs to the bucks (as they are ftiled) had furely bet- 
ter become the mouth of a reprefentative of one of their own 
fraternity. 

* Jt was fpoken by mrs. Cibber,who performed the part of ne. 
n 
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And the conclufive affront offered to the ladies, whofe good 
tafte conftantly prevails upon them to fill the boxes at every 
good tragedy, is an abfurdity that no licence for raillery, or 
wantonnefs of a ludicrous pen, can plead any reafonable 


excufe for. of ¢ Hide 





Art. xxvi. Origines Divifana; or, The antiquities of the 
Devizes. Jn fome familiar letters to a friend, wrote im the 
years 1750 and 1751. 8vo. Is. 6d. Corbet. 


HE author of thefe letters, determined to be merry at 

the expence of the antiquarians, feems to have taken 

his fubject with little other view than to introduce the ridi- 
cule he had prepared for thofe gentlemen. 

The friend he addreffes had conneétions at the Devizes, and, 
in confequence, is fuppofed to be inquifitive after the antigui- 
ties of the town. To gratify his curiofity thefe letters com- 
mence, tho’ the particulars to be communicated are acknow- 
ledged to be few. 

The fubjeét opens with a very grave and juft obfervation, 
that ‘they who are but moderately acquainted with the ftudy 
of the early Engli/fh antiquities, muft foon have been con- 
vinced that they are engaged in a dry and uncomfortable 
tafk, and obliged to plunge through many difficulties, and 
puzzle through a variety of perplexities, the originals of 
facts lying confufed and involved.—The monuments which 
the Romans \eft behind them in Britain, are greatly disfi- 
gured and changed by the barbarity of the fucceeding con- 
querors: they left no traces of arts or {ciences behind them, 
and indeed nothing but what is now become valuable ruins. 
Thefe, tho’ they have greatly advanced the prices of eftates, 
yet have embarrafled the Englif antiquarian. His curiofity 
however is not to be cenfured for making attempts toward 
explaining them, if his views were but properly regulated. 
Would the writers upon thefe fubje&s permit modefty and 
reafon now and then to ftep into their minds, they would 
reftrain their loofe imaginations, and keep within the bounds 
of ufeful and beneficial knowledge. Their readers too 
would be freed from perufing long and lifelefs books, made 
up € chiefly of fanciful fuppofitions, inftead of well grounded 
acts,’ 

The author refumes his gravity in the 6th letter, with a re- 
mark full as pertinent as the above, occafioned by the pre- 
pofterous attempts of many adepts in antiquities to carry back 
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to the Roman era every ruin in England, near which any re- 
li€t of that people has been dug up. ‘ The reafon (fays the 
* Jetter-writer) why the Romans hid their treafures, was to fe- 
* cure them from their enemies.. The truth of this may be 
‘inferred from a paffige in * Spartianus’s life of Pefcenninus 
© Niger. Every foldier carried with him his money and port- 
‘ able things of value. When they were called out upon 
© long hafiy marches, dangerous expeditions, or to a deter- 
© mined action, they depofited. their valuables under a ftrong 
© prefumption of finding them again; this occafioned fome 
© to be hid in fields. But when they were attacked in their 
‘ fortifications, they depofited their treafures in the earth, 
* where they were ftationed : gua data foja, upon this account 
* much of their money have been hid in their camps and 
‘towns. They were determined that their treafures fhould 
© not fall with their bodies into the enemies hands.—So that 
¢ jt appears too hafty aconclufion to infer a Roman town from 
‘a few Roman relicks found in its neighbourhood.’ 

We have put thefe remarks together, not only as a fpeci- 
men of our author’s judgment, when he chufes to be ferious, 
but in hopes that thofe gentlemen who are fingled out in this 
performince, for raillery fpirited and poignant, may. profit 
from a few /fridiures which poffibly they have occafion for. 

The antiquities of the Devizes make no figure in this work, 
otherwife then as (intentionally we fuppofe) they are commu- 
nicated in a {tyle and manner pretty fimilar to thofe of the 

erfons the author makes fo free with. Extraéts from thefe 
the public will not thank us for. His humour probably they 
expect to be acquainted with: but as our papers are not defigned 
to be vehicles of ebloguy, we fhall conceal names under a 
which thofe that chufe it may fill up from the orzginal. 
‘© Your friend (fays the author to his querift) has been.an 
old ftager in the tedious and uncomfortable traéts of anti- 
quity, which have wented mending ever fince B——— finifhed 
‘his rhutupium. I whip thro’ thick and thin til! I come to 
aconvenient place to bait at. There I ftop to refrefth with 
proper neceflaries ; the comverfation of the landlord, and 
the information of the clerk of the pari/h +, the moft con- 
verfable and intelligent perfon left in it, who keeps the re- 
cords of it, and knows moft of the antiquities in the neigh- 
bourhood. ‘The fquire, formerly a bold fox-hunter, is now 
generally flinking to London to hawk off a daughter, or in 

* Caufab. edix. p. 114. D. 

+ ‘Ihe author has a farcatic note, pointing out the perfonal ap- 
plication ef the words printed in Ltalis. 
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© ftrong fcent of a half-pay place, or a quartered penfion. 
‘ The parfon is fo perpetually engaged with his neighbour- 
‘ ing brethren, that his parifhioners never fee him but of a 
- Sunday, unlefs the fquire come polt from London for a week, 
-to wreck [rack] his tenants, and carry away every farthing 
in the parifh. After the information of my /earned friends, 
and the mug is emptied, I jog on in fearch of antiquities. 
Sometimes I ftop to take a view of a barrow, an old dyke, 
a ruined wall, or a tottering fteeple. If I fee a camp any 
where, I ride fall gallop, examine, and carefully mea- 
fure it. If it be a fquare, I can tell you to an inch where 
ftood all its gates, the ara, and pretorium, and how many 
people it contained ‘exa&tly 1500 years ago. In the even- 
ing, before I go to bed, I recollect the important events of 
the day, and write down my obfervations in the firft words 
that offer, for that produces an ea/y diétion. I exprefs my 
thoughts as faft as they flow, for that makes a_/implicity of 
fentiment. I avoid all’ revifals and corretions, for they 
render a compofition /fiff and laboured. In fhort, I write 
juft as you fee, without thinking, without connection, and 
without defign.—You fee | am thoroughly qualified to ex- 
ecute on the minute and ‘plebeian antiquarians, the office of 
Cenfor Caftigatorque Minorum. 
‘ Thefe, as you have feen above, think their town at leaft 
¢. Roman, and carry its age, as the Welch do their pedigrees, 
¢ beyond the utmolt ftretch of human conception. We have 
© obferved that dr. 17—— was of this opinion, who affirms the 
‘ village muft have been a Jarge one ; and he advances a ftep 
‘ further, and calls ita very ancient /ittle town, but imagines 
‘ the ancient name'loft. He proves from the wine-veflel 
‘ found here, with Alexander’s name upon it, that one Alex- 
‘ ander, a great man, certainly refided in it, attended by his 
© houfhold-gods. But this is not to be underftood of Alex- 
‘ ander the Great, or Alexander the copperf{mith, but an 
©. Alexander ——, Alexander » what’s his name ——, 
¢ 
c 
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a certain Alexander, a maker of crockery-ware. Thefe 
hafty fteps of dr. 44—— are nothing to the large ones of 
dr. S——. Believe me, fir, at one progreffive ftride he 
{talked over dr. AZ ’s head, the line of right reafon, 
and the extenfive bounds of probability, with as much eafe 
‘as Rich, in a boxing-match, jumped over the head of the 
carman. The ancient name A7—— had loft, S—-— has 
found. Where? why, where all antiquities lye concealed— 
in rubbifo, He found it indeed it with as much quicknefs 
as mrs. Squire found the longitude, and with an equal cer- 
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tainty. It was, you muft know, the puméfusbice of Ra- 
vennas. This Ravennas, | mult inform you, is an anony- 
mous writer, and upon that account is prefumed to be bet- 
ter acquainted with the high-ways than any of his prede- 
ceflors. He has recorded fome ftages that the Romans tra- 
velled, in order to let his cotemporaries, and their pofte- 
rity, know where they could be readily fypplied with pro- 
per entertainment and poft-chaifes. - Leucgomagus you 
go to Cimetzio, alias Cunetig, alias Marlebaraugh ; then you 
proceed to Punéuobice, that is, Viesi—Ay, there it is, in 
the very two laft fyllables; lay afide Punétuo, and you have 
it in Bice. 
© You fee how fubjects of this kind are to be managed. It 
is not however in the power of every body to have fuch a 
command. Dr.S—— is in pofleffion of a fine Roman fe- 
curis; it is his companion, friend, and guard. He ufes it 
upon all occafions. If he meets with but an odd word, he 
lays it down fairly tranfcribed in capita/s, and with one 
flight chop divides it; whatever remains on the right hand 
of the fecuris, is the right word, He purfues this religious 
opinion of the Romans with great exactnefs. The Greciaus 
indeed valued the left fide more; but the Romans, after a 
compleat conqueft, changed hand with them. This fort of 
torture is ufual among critics, but never carried to fo fevere 
a degree before, as to treat words as Procru/ffes did men. 
This gentleman is in the fame inftant judge, jury, and ex- 
ecutioner: even as foon as the learned jugler blows, Bice is 
turned into Vice, and Vice to Vies. So that all that is left 
of this unfortunate word Pundiuobice is the tail.’ 
_ By this, tho’ not the moft fpirited part of the performance, 
the reader will judge of the author's humour, and where it 
is pointed, We have, moreover, a carricature of acertain 
antiquarian’s manfion. * The fituation is antique, crouded with 
© natural plantations, the proprietor having made a vow al- 
© ways to live ina wood.’. The rooks that tenant the trees 
about it are of ancient extraction, pleading legally ‘ authentic 
¢ prefcription for their copyholds from Richard I.’—* Within 
© doors, the chambers are hung with a variety of filks and 
© velvets, worked in a kind of AZ/aic, in the manner of mo- 
© dern patchwork ;’ which by ‘ indefatigable erudition in an- 
© tiquities, are inconteftibly proved to have been the genuine 
“ remnants of Queen Elizabeth’s hoop-petticoats.’ But, 
omitting many other particulars equally curious, and equally 
fit for the infpeétion of the virtuof, the author informs us of 


* a botanical curiofity, which is not to be matched in any 
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© part of England, Europe, or the whole world. It isa 
“ willow-bafket, propagated originally from the fame plants of 
© which was made the Druidian wicker-cafket mentioned, by 
© FuliusCzfar*,tho’ fomecarry it no higher than the bucking- 
¢ bafket well known in the merry reign of HenryIV.’ 

The author’s tenderne/s to the antiquarians, and efleem for 
their productions, lead him, in Letter IX. to give usa re- 
¢ ceipt to propagate (as he terms it) the fpecies of this fet of 
© incomparable writers. 


© K. (fays he) Canferve of hoary legendary tales, 3ij. 

‘ Probably’s preferv’d, vj. 
‘ Flowers of monkhood, $&. 

« Seems to be — May be — fprinkled over the whole a7 31). 
© Root of Hebraic, Celtic, Saxon, all finely powdered, 
‘ © but not fearched, aa 3}. 
“ Species of reafons, Di. 
* Syrup of fweet credulity, as much as will make it in- 

‘toan ELECTARY. | 


‘ Take the quantity of an owl’s egg every morning fafting, 
* and at nine at night, drinking after each dofe a bottle of 
© Cerevifia Celtica, i.e. barley-wine. The morning-dofe 
“ will create an eafy digeftion, and the night one pleafing and 
“ romantic dreams. ‘There muft be added to it a careful diet 
“ of roots, and a conftant courfe of riding thro’ all winds, 
* weather, and roads, iz the way or out of the way.’ 

The author is fo fond of his antiquarian noftrum, that he 
fubjoins remarks upon it, critical, hifforical, and pharmaceu- 
tical, The gentlemen of the faculty (and fome others occa- 
fionally mentioned) are not, it feems; much more in our au- 
thor’s good graces than the profeffors of antiques. Thefe 
notes, then, ferve to let his friend know where, with much 
care, he has adapted the above recipe ‘ to the applauded fim- 
plicity of the laft difpenfary. Simplicity, fir, (fays he), is 
the beauty of architeéture, the delicacy of gardening, the 
expreffion of mufic, the foul of painting, and the true bafis 
of morality. In philofophy ’tis experiment, in geometry 
demonftration, in medicine longevity, in compofition fubli- 
mity, in religion free-thinking, but in metaphyfics a chi- 
mera. It fhines thro’ this remarkable book, from the title- 
page to the index, but moft ftrongly in the narrative. The 
fable is fimple, the fentiments fimple, and the . diction 
fimple. Notwithftanding what fome critics fay of its being 
wrote in a formal, forc’d, parcelfic, bombaftic ftyle, and 


* We are referred to Cefar’s Bell. Gall. 1. vi. c. 18 


a A Aa RAK ARR A A 


* that 
































EFT 
~ 


a 











236 The MONTHLY REVIEW, 


that there is much too * little good Englif in it: I avow the 
hiftorical fa&ts to be curious, tho’ not inftructive, and 
brought to light out of the deepeft obfcurity ; 5 the language 
eafy where it can be underftood, and pompous where it 
is not ;‘ the whole compiled for the benefit, if not under the 
direCtions, of a club of apothecaries, as may be fairly con- 
jeCtured by the dialeét.— Tho’ the medicina diatetica, or 
kitchen-phyfic, is below the dignity of a college, or any of 
its members ; yet from this difpenfary you may catch fome 
good and beneficial hints. Tvafte the ingredients for the + 
compofition of the punch feparate ; the lemon is vaftly too 
acid, the fugar too fweet, the rum too ftrong, and the wa- 
ter too weak; mix, but drink not of it—Eat the fweet, to 
damp your appetite, the acid, to fet-an edge to your teeth; 

drink the water with your meals, and the rum after with 
your friends. Eat only your.roaft beef at your dinner, and 
your horfe-radifh at fupper: then will you be efteemed a 
right fimple fellow by every man it England, except dr. 


© I hope if ever this book [the difpenfary] fhould bear a fe- 
cond edition, it will be referred to a committee of fafety to 
sefimplicate it; that the college will borrow mr. W——’s 
flail to beat it, mr. F——’s coftive hand to bend it, dr. 
S——’s fecuris to cut it, the company of the apothecaries 
to gild it, and advertife it at the cheap rate of thirteen pence 
balf-penny, for it deferves that price, as it muft do execution. 
Should this ever be affected, the Eng/i/h nation may~be fe- 
cure from having this treatife flide into their bellies, but 
may find it lurking ig the fhops of the bookfellers, till 
pavements, caufe-ways, callles, are no more.’ 

Thus concludes our anti-antiquarian. He fubjoins an hu- 
morous table of contents, followed by a po///cript, wherein he 
would have us believe that * the foregoing papers were wrote 
* by no man living, for the author died fome months 
‘ ago.” He is very merry, however, over an eld friend {fo 
lately dead ; and, by keeping up the humour of the deceafed, 
make us ready to think that the author ftill lives in the per- 
fon of the editor. 

Should our conjecture fall right, we beg leave to remind 
him, that the next time he thinks fit to be humorous in pu- 
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+ See the committee-metho1 cf anatomizing the Confedio Ra- 
le-gbana to aikeleton. Narrat, p. 114. 
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blic, he do more juftice to his wit, than to fink into puns ; 
more to his vivacity, than to run over orthegraphy and pant- 
ing ; and more to his raillery, than by perfonal, nay, family 
invectives, to give thofe pain on whom he intends to raife the 
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MiIscfeLLANEous. | 
I. Fourney through every ftage of life, defcribedia a va- 

A riety of interefting fcenes drawn from real cha- 
racters. By-a perfon of quality. 12mo. 2vol. 6s. Millar. 

Though we have not conceived as favourable an idea of 
this performance as the editor, (who declares he had no fhare 
in compofing this’ excellent piece, which in his opinion exceeds 
any thing of the kind that has been publifhed for many years), 
yet-we cannot but look upon it as fuperior to many of our 
late publications in this way. Its plan feems-to have been. 
formed upon that of the Arabian night’s entertainment, the 
Chinefe tales, &c. A young princefs,. the immediate heirefs 
of a crown, is confined in a folitary caftle near the fea-fide, 
the better to countenance the ufurpation of her coufin, who 
had aflumed the throne. An old lady, who had directed the 
earlieft parts of her highnefs’s education, is the only one who 
chufes to be her companion ; and who, in order to divert the 
melancholy occafioned by folitude, endeavours, by a num- 
ber of ftories, to inculcate this maxim, ‘ that every ftate of 
“ life, from the loweft peafant to the higheft fovereign, has its 
© forrows and difappointments.’—Thefe tales, which are told 
after the manner of our modern novels, are eight in number ; 
but they do not abound with many very affecting incidents, 
nor is the diction to be commended. Neverthclefs, the ftriGeft 
regard appears to have been paid to decency ; and there is evi- 
dently a moral tendency through the whole, which may, with 
fome, compenfate for its imperfections. + 

Il. 4 tranflation of the Latin epiftle in the Dreamer. 8vo. 
6d. Robinfon. 

The tranflation of this trifling epiftle feems to be underta- 
ken for the fake of introducing as trifling a preface, the chief 
bufinefs of which is to extol the Dreamer as a mafter-piece of 
compofition, 

Ill. Modern humour. An entire new colle€tion of tales, al- 
legories, fables, maxims, remarks, and repartees, inftruétive 
and entertaining. «tzmo. 3s. Cooper. 


_ ™ For want of room, the greateft part of this month's catalogue 
is poftponed to our next. 
: The 
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The reader will here find a variety of bons mots, and other 
little pieces of wit and humour, which have not been re- 
taled in former colleétions.. The. tales and fables are chiefly 
tranflations from French and Italan writers. 

IV. The gardener’s pocket-book, or country-gentleman’s re- 
creation.. By R.Si gent. 12m0o. 6d. Owen. 

The plan of this is nearly the fame with that of Art. XVI. 
in our catalogue for Fanuary laf. 

V. A comment on Boadicia, with remarks on A4il/s’s letter. 
By William Rider, A.B. late fcholar of Fefus College, Oxon, 
a 6d. Fidler. 

VI. The flory of Virginia, extracted from the beft authors, 
both @xtient and modern, and illuftrated with explanatory 
notes for the benefit of the fair fex,. 8vo. 6d. Cooper. 

Vil. The flory on which the new tragedy of Virginia 1s 


founded. 8vo. 6d. Reeve. 


VII. The adventures of Jerry Buck. By ‘fobn Slade. 
t2mo. 38. Ofborne. 

Mr, Slade has outdone the greateft outdoings of the whole 
tribe of thofe excellent literati, who have fo highly enter- 
tained the public with Charles Ofborns, Sophy Shakefpeares, 
Dog-birds, and Scotch marines. 

YX. The life of mr. Jonathan Wild the great. A new edi- 
tion, with confiderable correétions and additions. By Henry 
Fielding, efq. 12mo. 3s. Millar. 

This is one of the pieces formerly publifhed in mr. Fie/d- 
ing’s mifcellanies. 

X. Phadri fabularum libri quingue, or the fables of Pha- 
drus, Sc. -Improved by a method entirely new. Wherein 
the order of conftruction is fo natural and concife, that the 
moft ignorant fcholar may eafily find it without the leaft he- 
fitation.— To which are added, Accents and notes for the true 
pronunciation and right interpretation of all the idioms, 
phrafes, proverbial expreffions, and grammatical figures, which 
frequently occur in this author. By which affiftance the 
young beginner, tho’ not perfectly acquainted with the rules 
of grammar, is enabled of himfelf to learn his leflons with 
eafe and pleafure, and without interruption to. the matter. 
By ‘fobn Entick, M.A. 1s. 6d. Hodges. 

I. The pocket-companion, and hiftory of free mafons, con- 
taining their origin, progrefs, and prefent ftate. An abftract 
of their laws, conftitutions, charges, orders, and regula- 
tions, for the inftruétion and condué& of the brethren. A 
confutation of dr. P/ot’s falfe infinuations. An apology, occa- 
fioned by their perfecution in the canton of Bern, and in the 
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pope’s dominions. And a feleé&t number of fongs, and other 
particulars, for the ufe of the fociety. 1amo. 38. Printed 
for brother Seott, at the Black Swan, in Duck-Lane, near 
Weft Smithfield. 

XII. The knights, a comedy, in two acts, asiit is performed 
at the theatre royal in Drury-lane. By Samuel Foote, elt; 
8vo. 13. Vaillant. 

This is the well-known farce exhibited fonte years ago, 
(and revived this feafon) by the humorous author, at the little 
theatre in the Hay-market, when he entertained the town with 
what was called mr. Foote’s Tea. 


Law. 

XII]. Reports of cafes argued and adjudged in the court 
of king’s bench. By George Andrews, efq; Folio. 18s, 
Worrat. : 
PoLiTicAL and CoMMERCIAL? 

XIV. The pr——te vindicated, and the affairs of /——d 
fet in a true light. Ina letter from the right hon. He/en 
O" Roon, to the right hon. lady vifcountefs * * * * * in Lon- 
don. 8vo. 6d. Dublin printed, London reprinted, and 
fold at the pamphlet-fhops. 

A mock vindication, not ill-penn’d. 

XV. A letter to the late recorder of N—— from an old 
friend. 8vo. 6d. Webb. 

This is too myfterious for our comprehenfion. 

XVI. The Trith intelligencer.. In which is contained, an 
account of a noted Carter, who drank too freely at the hon. 
H—— B——’s; the furprifing caufe of the prevention of 
the /rifh howl; the e—l of K—d—e's jigg, and the hum- 
bugger; the lord pr—m—e’s fine character ; the faculty 
puzzled, an excellent fong, to the hon. H. B—e; the But’s, 
afong. All juftimported. 8vo. 6d. Carpenter. 

Low, perfonal, fcurrility. 

XVII. A colleftion of letters relating to the Eaft India come 
pany, and toa free trade. Dedicated to Robert Nugent, efq; 
member of parliament for St. AZaws in Cornwall. 8vo. 64d. 

The author fays fome good things, tending to fhew the 
neceffity of fetting afide all monopolizing and exclufive char- 
ters, in order to render our commerce free and extenfive as 
the genius and opportunities of the Briti/ nation, for a trading 
intercourfe with ail the world. 


Rericiovus and ConTROVERSIAL. 


XVII. Some reflections upon the queftion relating to the natu- 
alization of Jews, confidered as a point of religion. In a 
letter 
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letter from a gentleman in the country to his friend in town. 
8vo. 15s. .. Robinfon. 

The author anfwers the objections, raifed againft the late 
Few bill on a religious account. 

XIX. Remarks on a traé publifhed by. George Benfon, D. D. 
intitled, Zhe doétrine of predeftination reviewed, &c. Letter 
the fecuind. By Roderick Mackenzie, M. A. -Bvo. 6d. 
Noon, &e. 

See Review for Fanuary laft, art. XXIII. of the catalogue. 

XX. 4 falemn call on count Zinzendorf, the author and 
advocate of the feét of Hernbuters, commonly called Mora- 
vians, to an{wer all and every charge brought againft them in 
the Candid narrative, Fc. with fome further obfervations on 
the fpirit of that fect. By Henry Rimius. 8vyo. 6d. Linde. 

Mr. Rimius has, in a former publication, (See Appendix 
to vol. VIII.), given an account of the Moravian church, its 
Tife, progrefs, and the nature of its doétrines. In_this he calls 
for an anfwer to the charge there brought againft it, without 
thofe fubterfuges and evafions wherein the advocates for Hern- 
‘huti/m have hitherto taken refuge: and further accufes them, 
not only of abfurdities in doétrine, but obfcenities in wor- 
fhip ; and tells us that count Zinzendorf himfelf teaches, that 
* hufbands are vice-Chrifts, Chrift’s legates, his procurators 
“ with refpe& to their wives, till Chrz/ himfelf fhal! marry 
‘ them, both in body and foul :’ that he complains, ¢ that the 
* hufbands labour not enough for their wives; .that there is 
“too great a remiffnefs ; that the precious member is fo much 
© forgot, that it becomes ufelefs, and confequently is reduced 
‘ toa natural numbhefs by its not being made ufe of.’ 

The conduét of the Moravians towards fuch‘as inquiré into 
the nature of their doétrines, our author fays, exaétly cor- 
refponds with that of the Valentinians, a party of the antient 
Gnoftics, which is thus defcribed by Tertulltan.—* When you 
‘ ingenuoufly afk them, (that is, defire an account of their 
doétrines), they knit their brows, and, with a haughty mien, 
anfwer, ’Tis too high! When you endeavonr to pump 
them, they anfwer ambiguoufly, and pretend to believe no- 
thing but what is affented to by the generality of Chriffians. 
When you appear to be already informed of their doétrine, 
they deny whatever they believe. When you familiarly dif- 
courfe with them, they impofe upon your fimplicity. They 
do not truft their fecrets to their own difciples, before they 
have made them their flaves. ‘They have an art by which 
they perfuade people before they teach them ; wheréas truth 
perfuades by teaching, and doth not teach them by per- 
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